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Appendix 1
Conformity Determination of the MTIP to
the State Implementation Plan for
Air Quality
Placeholder for US DOT letter of conformity determination
(scheduled for October 2006)
BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL
FOR THE PURPOSE OF APPROVING AN AIR ) RESOLUTION NO. 05- 3599
QUALITY CONFORMITY DETERMINATION )
FOR THE 2006-2009 METROPOLITAN ) Introduced by Deputy President Burkholder
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT )
PROGRAM AND THE 1-205/AIRPORT WAY )
INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT. )
WHEREAS, federal and state regulations require an air quality conformity determination
whenever regionally significant changes are made to transportation documents, such as the regional
transportation plan and the metropolitan transportation improvement program; and,
WHEREAS, the 2006 - 2009 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program has been
proposed which includes projects that are regionally significant updates and changes; and,
WHEREAS, an amendment to the financially constrained system of the Regional Transportation
Plan has been proposed to include improvements to the northbound on-ramp of the I-205/Airport Way
Interchange and such improvements are considered regionally significant for purposes of air quality
analysis; and,
WHEREAS, a draft air quality conformity determination has been completed and it includes the
improvements proposed in the 2006-2009 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program and I-
205/Airport Way Interchange improvement and is attached as Exhibit "A"; and,
WHEREAS, the air quality analysis included in Exhibit "A" demonstrates that the changes
included in the 2006-2009 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program and the I-205/Airport Way
Interchange improvement could be built and the resulting total air quality emissions, to the year 2025, are
forecast to be less than the motor vehicle emission budgets, or maximum transportation source emission
levels.
BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council:
1. Approves the air quality conformity determination as documented in Exhibit "A".
2. Directs the Chief Operating Officer to forward the air quality conformity determination to the Federal
Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration for approval.
ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of August 2005.
David Bragdon, Council President
Resolution No. 05-3599 Pagel
Approved as to Form:
Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney
Resolution No. 05-3599 Page2
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
Y
Y
N
N
Y
Y
N
N
Y
Y
RTP
Number
1001
1003
1007
1008
1009
1010
1012
1015
1020
1022
1024
1025
1027
1028
1029
1030
Sponsor Agency
TriMet
TriMet
Multnomah Co.
ODOT/Metro
Portland
Multnomah Co.
Multnomah Co.
TriMet/Portland
Various
Portland
ODOT
ODOT
Portland/ODOT
Portland/ODOT
Portland
ODOT
Project Name
I-205 LRT Extension
Milwaukie Light Rail Extension
Broadway and Burnside Bridge
Improvements
I-5 South Corridor Study
Springwater Trail Access Improvements
Morrison Bridge Deck Replacement
Sellwood Bridge Replacement
Portland Street Car - Phase 3a (River
Place)
Red Electric Line Trail
l-84/Banfield Trail
l-5/McLoughlin Ramps
I-5/North Macadam Access
Improvements
South Portland Improvements
Kerby Street Improvements
SE Water Avenue Extension
Ross Island Bridge Interchange
Project Location
Gateway RC to Clackamas TC
Rose Quarter to Milwaukie TC
Broadway and Burnside bridges
Highway 217 to Wilsonville/Charbonneau
Sellwood Bridge to SPRR
Morrison Bridge
Multnomah County
PSU to Riverplace
Willamette Park to Oleson Road
Willamette River/Eastbank Espianade to I-205
bike lanes
McLoughlin to I-5 north at Division
NB I-5 to NB Macadam Avenue
South Portland sub-area
Kerby Street at I-5
SE Water Avenue
East approach to Ross Island Bridge
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Construct LRT and improvements to downtown
transit mall
Construct LRT
Broadway-painting, phase 1 seismic retrofit, sidewalk
replacements and resurface bridge deck and
approaches; Burnside - deck rehabilitation,
mechanical mprovemensts, painting and phase 1
seismic retrofit
Study to define needed improvements for motor
vehicle, truck and transit travel in corridor
Construct shared-use path; improve
bicycle/pedestrian access
Replace deck on lift-span and bridge approach
implement recommendations from South Willamette
Study
Construct street car
Study feasibility of shared-use path
Study feasibility of shared-use path
Construct new I-5SB off-ramp and I-5 NB on-ramp at
McLoughlin Boulevard
Construct new off-ramp
Redesign Naito Pkwy as a neighoorhood collector
and reconnect east-west local streets. Rebuild Ross
Island Bridge Ramps to separate regional traffic from
neighborhood streets and improve access to I-405
and I-5
improve I-405/Kerby Street interchangeto calm traffic
and improve local access
Extend SE Water Avenue from Carruthers to Division
Place
Interchange improvement
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2015
. 2004-25
2025
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2025
2025
2015
2015
2010
2010
2025
1
 includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 1 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
N
N
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
RTP
Number
1032
1035
1036
1037
1039
1046
1047
1048
1049
1050
1051
1052
1053
Sponsor Agency
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
TriMetPortland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Project Name
Southern Triangle Circulation
Improvements
SW Columbia Street Reconstruction
Broadway/Flint Arena Access
Bybee Boulevard Overcrossing
SE Belmont Ramp
Transit Mall Restoration
SE 7-8th Avenue Connection
South Waterfront Pedestrian and
Bicycle Access Improvements
South Waterfront Transit Improvements
North Macadam TMA
W. Burnside Street Improvements
North Macadam Street Improvements
Naito Parkway Improvements
Project Location
Between the Ross Island Bridge - Hawthorne
Bridge/ Willamette River - SE Grand-MLK
18th Avenue to Naito Parkway
Broadway/Flint at Rose Quarter
Bybee Boulevard/McLoughlin Boulevard
Belmont ramp of Morrison Bridge, eastside
Central City
Central Eastside Industrial District
South Waterfront District of the central city
South Waterfront District of the central city
South Waterfront District of the central city
W 15th to NW 23rd
South Waterfront District of the central city
NW Davis to SW Market
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
improve iucai street network ana regional access
routes in the area. Improve freeway access route
from CEID to I-5 SB via the Ross Island Bridge
Rebuild street
Intersection realignment
Kepiace suDSianaara ^-iane Dnage witn ^-iane Dnage
with standard clearance
Keconstruction or me ramp to provide Better access
to the Central Eastside
Reduce maintenance and repair costs
construct new street connection rrom sb nn to am
Avenue at Division Street
improvements identified in the South Waterfront
Framework Plan, including overcrossings of I-5,
improvements to Sheridan-Corbett and the Greenway
Trail
implement transit improvements lueruiiieu in me
North Macadam Framework Plan, including central
city transit hub and local bus service improvements
implement transportation management area
improvements identified in the South Waterfront
Framework Plan (placeholder TMA)
Boulevard design improvements including pavement
reconstruction, wider sidewalks, curb extensions,
safer crossings, traffic signals at W 20th PI and W
22nd, and traffic management to limit motorist delays
Implement street improvements identified in the
South WaterfrontFramework Plan, including Bancroft,
Bond, Curry, River Parkway, Harrison connector, key
access intersections and other street improvements
uompieie oouievara design improvement, inuuumy
bike lanes, pedestrian crossings and pavement
reconstruction
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2025
2010
2010
2015
2015
2010
2015
2010
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
" includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
'" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 2 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A.
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
N
N
Y
RTP
Number
1054
1055
1057
1062
1068
1080
1082
1084
1086
1087
1089
1090
1095
1096
1097
1098
Sponsor Agency
Portland
Portland/ODOT
Portland
Multnomah Co.
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
TriMet/Portland
TriMet/Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Project Name
Broadway/Weidler improvements,
Phase II and III
MLK/Grand Improvements
Eastbank-Springwater Trail Connector
(Three Bridges) Improvement
WRBAP FUTURE PHASE PROJECT
Implement.
SE Division Place/SE 9th Bikeway
Hawthorne Boulevard Pedestrian
Improvements
SE Grand Avenue Bridgehead
Improvements
Clay/2nd Pedestrian/Vehicle Signal
Portland Street Car - Phase 3b (Gibbs)
Portland Street Car - Phase 3c
(Bancroft)
East Burnside/NE Couch Couplet and
Street Improvements
W Burnside/NW Couch Couplet and
Street Improvements
Union Station Multi-modal Center Study
Barbur/l-5 Corridor Study
Naito Parkway Street ana Pedestrian
Improvements
Aerial Tram
Project Location
At Arena and 15th Avenue to 24th Avenue
Central Eastside and Lloyd districts
Sellwood Bridge to SPRR
Morrison Bridge
SE 7th Avenue to SE Center Street
20th Avenue to 60th Avenue
Central Eastside Industrial District
SW Clay Street and SW 2nd Avenue
Riverplace to Gibbs Street
Gibbs Street to Bancroft Street
East 12th Avenue to Burnside Bridge
Burnside Bridge to West 15th Avenue
North transit mall in Central City
I-405 to Highway 217
Broadway Bridge north of Terminal one property
Marquam Hill - South Waterfront District
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Complete boulevard design improvements and ITS
Complete boulevard design improvements
Construct shared-use path and three bridges to
connect the Eastbank Esplanade and Springwater
Corridor shared-use path, including new bridges over
McLoughlin boulevard and Johnson Creek
Morrison Bicycle Pathway; improve pedestrian
access
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
improved fighting, crossings, bus shelters, bike
parking, benches and parallel facility bike
improvements
Reconstruct west edge of SE Grand at bridgehead to
provide sidewalks and urban standard turn lanes for
vehicles and truck safety and access
New signal installation
Construct street car
Construct street car
implement a one-couplet design including new traffic
signals, widened sidewalks, curb extension, bike
lanes, on-street parking and street trees
implement a one-couplet design including new traffic
signals, widened sidewalks, curb extension, bike
lanes, on-street parking and street trees
ldentity improvements to meet additional
transportation services to Union Station.
Assess corridor improvement options
construct streetscape improvements inciuaing
pedestrian amenities
uevelOp ana implement an aerial tram Between
Marquam Hill and South Waterfront District. Project
implemented include Oregon Health & Science
University, Portland Aerial Tram Inc, and others.
'dlnae&IN&iWbBy
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2025
2010
2010
2025
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2015
2015
2025
2010
2010
2010
" includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 3 of 33 7/28/2005
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y
Y
N
Y
N
N
N
N
RTP
Number
1100
1101
1102
1103
1104
1105
1106
1107
1108
1109
1113
1118
1119
1120
Sponsor Agency
ODOT/Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
TriMet
Portland
Portland
M e t r o R e g i o n T r a n s p o r t a t i o n P r o j e c t L is t Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Project Name
Central City TSM improvements
SW Jefferson Street ITS
Macadam Avenue ITS
N. Going Street ITS
NW Yeon/St. Helens
SW-NW 14/16th - SW 13th/14th
Avenue ITS
Portland Streetcar - Eastside, Phase 1
(Lloyd District)
Portland Streetcar - Eastside, Phase 2
(Central Eastside Industrial District)
Streetcar Feasibility Study
Going Street Rail Overcrossing
Going Street Bikeway
Sandy Boulevard Frequent Bus
Sandy Boulevard/Burnside/12th Avenue
Intersection
Sandy Boulevard Multi-Modal
Improvements, Phase I
Project Location
Central City - various locations
At SW 18th Avenue
Three signals between the Sellwood Bridge and
Hood/Bancroft
Two signals at N. Greeley and at Interstate
Avenue
Four signals between l-405/Vaughn/23rd and
Nicolai Street
Six signals between SW Clay and NW Glisan
Pearl District to Lloyd District
Lloyd District to Central Eastside industrial
District
Inner eastside Portland neighborhoods
North Going Street at Swan Island
N interstate Avenue to N Basin street ana N.
Lagoon to Channel
Sandy Boulevard
Sandy Boulevard/Burnside/12th Avenue
intersection
12th Avenue to 47th Avenue
uwinance No. u4-iu4bA, ana u
Project Description
implement central uty i S>M improvements to
arterials.
communications infrastructure; ciosea circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
communications infrastructure; ciosea circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
communications infrastructure; ciosea circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
communications inirasuucture; ciosea circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
communications inirastructure; ciosea circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
construct street car rrom IMW Lovejoynutn Avenue to
NE 7th Avenue/Oregon Street
construct street car trom N L uregon btreet to water
Avenue
Conduct a feasibility study of streetcar service
Seismic retrofit project will include work to both the
substructure and superstructure to help minimize the
risk of structural collapse in a major earthquake
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
construct improvements mat ennance rrequeni BUS
service
Redesign intersection
improvements including redesign of selected
intersections to add turn lanes and improve
pedestrian crossings, bike lanes, on-street parking,
and safety improvements
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2015
2015
2015
2010
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2015
2010
2010
• includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 4 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
RTP
Number
1122
1126
1130
1135
1137
1138
1143
1147
1150
1156
1157
1158
1159
1160
1161
Sponsor Agency
Portland
Portland
Portland
TriMet
Portland
TriMet
ODOT
Portland
Portland/ODOT
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Project Name
Sandy Boulevard Multi-Modal
Improvements, Phase II
NE/SE 50s Bikeway
Hollywood TC Pedestrian District
Improvements
MLK/Lombard Frequent Bus
Lombard/St. Louis/lvanhoe Multi-modal
Improvements
Lombard/39th Frequent Bus
N / NE Lombard Bikeway
Willamette Cove Segment Trail
St. Johns TC Pedestrian District
SE Ellis Bikeway
SE 92nd Avenue Bikeway and
Pedestrian Improvements
Lents TC Pedestrian District
Foster Pedestrian Access to Transit
Improvements
Foster-Woodstock, Phase I
Foster-Woodstock, Phase II
Project Location
47th Avenue to 99th Avenue
NE Tillamook to SE Woodstock
NE Halsey Street, NE 37th to 47th, Tillamook
Street to I-84
PCBD to St. Johns Town Center
Lombard Street/St. Louis/lvanhoe Streets
Milwaukie Town Center to St. Johns Town
Center
N RENO TO N COLUMBIA: ST. JOHNS BRIDGE TO MLK
Boulevard
Willamette Cove to St. Johns Bridge
Lombard Street: MLK Jr. Boulevard to St. Johns
TC
SE Foster Road to SE 92nd Avenue
SE Powell Boulevard to Foster Road
Lents Town Center Pedestrian District
Powell Boulevard to Lents TC
87th-94th Avenues and 92nd Avenue within the
Foster-Woodstock couplet
87th-94th Avenues and 92nd Avenue within the
Foster-Woodstock couplet
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
r\t;uuiii tJAi&uuy Mieei wini inuiu-iiiuudi uuumvdiu
improvements including redesign of selected
intersections to add turn lanes and improve
pedestrian crossings, bike lanes, on-street parking,
and safety improvements
Retrofit streets to add bike lanes
ivium-moaai sireei improvements, tramc signals,
restriping, improved pedestrian crossings and
connections to transit center
construct improvements mat ennance i-requent bus
service
implement signal ana peaesinan crossing
improvements to improve pedestrian safety and
freight flow
construct improvements mat ennance i-requent bus
service
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
Study feasbility of shared-use path
nan ana construct improvements to trie peaesinan
environment within the Pedestrian District such as
improved lighting and crossings
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
construct siaewaiK, crossing improvements, ana Dine
lanes
Keaestnan racnity improvements to Key links
accessing th Foster-Woodstock couplet
improve siaewaiKs, iigntmg, crossings, DUS sneiters &
benches
with new traffic signals, pedestrian amenities, wider
sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, street lighting,
increased on-street parking
implement Lent i own uenier Business uisinci Kian
with new traffic signals, pedestrian amenities, wider
sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, street lighting
™*&rif&tuA«ibBy
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2015
2010
2010
2015
2010
2010
2015
2010
2010
2025
2010
2015
2010
2010
2015
' includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 5 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
RTP
Number
1162
1163
1164
1165
1166
1167
1168
1169
N 1171
N
N
N
N
N
Sponsor Agency
Portland
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
1172 Portland
1173
1176
1177
1181
Portland/ODOT
Portland
Portland
Portland
Project Name
Foster Road Improvements
I-205/Powell Boulevard/Division
interchanges
I-205 Ramp Study - PE/EA
I-205 Ramp Right-of-way Acquisition
Capitol Highway/Vermont/30th Avenue
Intersection Improvement
Capitol Highway Improvements
Hillsdale Intersection Improvements
SW Vermont Bikeway, Phase I and II
SW 30th Avenue Bikeway
SW Bertha Bikeway Improvements
Hillsdale TC Pedestrian Improvements
SW Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway
Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements
SW Sunset Pedestrian and Bicycle
Improvements
Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway ITS
Project Location
79th to 87th Avenues
I-205 and Powell Boulevard and Division Street
l-205/Powell to Division
l-205/Powell to Division
Capitol Highway at Vermont and 30th Avenue
Sunset Boulevard to Barbur Boulevard
BH Highway/Capitol Highway/Bertha Boulevard
SW Oleson to 45th Avenue; SW 45th Avenue to
SW Terwilliger
BH Highway to SW Vermont Street
SW Vermont to BH Highway
Capitol, BH Highway, Bertha, and neighborhood
streets
Capitol Highway to 65th Avenue
Capitol Highway to Dosch Road
Three signals: at Terwilliger, Bertha Boulevard
and Shattuck Road
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Implement Left Town Center Business Distric Plan
with new traffic signals, pedestrian amenities, wider
sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, street lighting,
increased on-street parking, as appropriate
Construct Improvements to allow full turning
movements
Perform a design study to evaluate modifications to
the existing overpass at I-205 and Powell Boulevard,
including full access ramps to and from I-205. The
study should also address impacts to the interchange
influence area along Powell Boulevard, Division
Street, and SE 92nd Avenue.
Acquire ROW
Provide traffic safety and pedestrian and bicycle
improvements at this intersection and approaching
street segments
Provide pedestrian and bicycle Improvements to
implement Capitol Highway Plan
Redesign the intersection with "boulevard design"
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
Widen street to add bike lanes
Contruct pedestrian and street network
improvements
Contruct sidewalks, crossing improvements for
access to transit and bike improvements
Construct sidewalks, crossing improvements for
access to transit and bike improvements
Communications infrastructure; closed circuit IV
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2025
2025
2010
2010
2015
2015
2010
2025
2025
2010
2015
2010
2010
2015
includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
* Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 6 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
RTP
Number
1184
1185
1189
1193
1199
1202
1209
1211
1212
1214
1219
1220
1221
1223
Sponsor Agency
ODOT/WashCo
Washington Co.
Portland
Portland/ODOT
Portland/ODOT
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Project Name
BH Highway/Oleson/Scholls Ferry
Redesign
Oleson Road Improvements
SW 62nd Avenue at Beaverton-Hillsdale
Highway
West Portland TC Safety Improvements
Barbur Boulevard Pedestrian Access to
Transit Improvements
SW Capitol Highway Pedestrian and
Bicycle Improvements
NW 23rd Avenue Reconstruction
Garden Home/Oleson/Multnomah
Improvements
SE Division Bikeway
Division Street Transit improvements,
Phase I
Belmont Pedestrian Improvements
Fremont Pedestrian Improvements
Killingsworth Street Improvements
NE Alberta Pedestrian Improvements
Project Location
BH Highway/Scholls/Oleson intersection
Fanno Creek to Hall Boulevard
svv o^na Avenue at beaverton-Hinsaaie
Highway
Barbur/Capitol/Taylors Ferry intersection
Downtown Portland to Tigard
Multnomah Boulevard to Taylors Ferry Road
Burnside Street to Lovejoy Street
Multnomah Boulevard to 71st Avenue
sb s^na to bb «<;na; 6b i^na to Koniana city
limit
SE Grand Avenue to 136th Avenue
25th Avenue to 43rd Avenue
NE 42nd Avenue to 52nd Avenue
N. Interstate to NE MLK Jr. Blvd.
NE Alberta - MLK Boulevard to 33rd Avenue
Urdiriarice N6. U4-IU4bA, and 0'
Project Description
traffic congestion (FC project to complete PE and
construct Phase 1 of project realigning Oleson Rd. to
provide direct connections to Scholls Ferry Rd. and
BH Hwy)
lighting, crossings, bus shelters & benches; signal at
80th
Install median refuge to improve pedestrian crossing.
Hwy/Taylors Ferry and Huber/Barbur and sidewalks
and crossing improvements
improve siaewaiKS, ngming, crossings, DUS sneiters
and benches
construct siaewaiKS, improve crossings ana Dike
facilities
Rebuild street
Reconstruct intersection, sidewalks, crossings
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
improve siaewaiKS, ngnting, crossings, DUS sneners &
benches
pedestrian access to transit, improve safety, and
enhance streetscape such as traffic signals, lighting,
bus shelters, benches, and crossings
nan ana aeveiop streetscape ana transportation
improvements
connections to Interstate Max LRT and to establish a
mainstreet character promoting pedestrian-oriented
activities
construct streetscape ana transportation
improvements
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating**
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2025
2010
2015
2010
2010
2010
* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 7 of 33 7/28/2005
2004 RTP Project list as
Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
RTP
Number
1224
1225
1226
1227
1230
1231
1232
1233
1234
1235
1236
1237
1239
Sponsor Agency
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
TriMet
TriMet
Portland
Portland
TriMet
TriMet
Portland
M e t r o R e g i o n T r a n s p o r t a t i o n P r o j e c t L i s t Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Project Name
NE Cully Boulevard Multi-modal
Improvements
Lower Albina Area Improvements
Killingsworth Bridge Improvements
Tacoma Mainstreet Plan Phase III,
Spokane & Umatilla Bike Boulevard
NE/SE 122nd Avenue ITS
SE Tacoma Street ITS
NW 23rd/Belmont Frequent Bus
Hawthorne Boulevard Frequent Bus
Lombard Street Improvements
Prescott Station Area Street
Improvements
NE 15/Jackson Park Frequent Bus
Improvements
Fessenden Frequent Bus Improvements
NE Sandy Boulevard ITS
Project Location
NE Fremont to Columbia Blvd.
Russell Avenue, Albina Avenue, Mississippi
Avenue
Killingsworth at I-5
7th Avenue to Tacoma Overcrossing
Seven signals between Powell Boulevard and
Airport Way
Four signals between Sellwood Bridge and SE
45th/Johnson Creek Boulevard
NW 23rd to Mt. Tabor via Belmont Avenue
Hawthorne Boulevard
I-5 to Denver Street
Prescott, Skidmore and Maryland streets
Burnside to 82nd Avenue
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Road reconstruction (Prescott-Killingsworth) including
Intersection improvements at Prescott. Bike lanes (
Prescott-Columbia). Sidewalks and crossing
improvements (Killingsworth -Fremont)
Construct improvements to Russell (Williams -
Interstate), Albina & Mississippi (Russell - Interstate)
to enhance ped connections from Eliot neighborhood
and Lower Albina dist to the LRT station
Improvements to bridge to create a safe and pleasant
crossing for pedestrians and bicyclists over I-5
Krojtjci ueveiopmeru ana implementation oi
Spokane/Umatilla bike boulevard to complete
Tacoma Mainstreet Plan
communications inirasiruciure; cioseu circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
communications inirastruciure; ciosea circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
construct improvements mat ennance i-requeni ttus
service
uonsiruct improvements tnat ennancs i-requeni bus
service
CSIHUIISII a lanusudfjyu uuuievaiu IU piuinuit;
pedestrian-oriented uses and to create a safe,
pleasant pedestrian link to 1-5 w/ new traffic light and
road access to Fred Meyer development
Construct improvements to Prescott & Skidmore
(Interstate-Maryland) & Maryland (Interstate-Prescott)
to provide neighborhood focal point at LRT
construct improvements mat ennance i-requem BUS
service
construct improvements mat ennance i-requeni BUS
service
communications inirasiruciure; cioseu circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2015
2015
2025
2010
2015
2015
2010
2010
2010
2015
2010
2010
2010
' includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
• Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 8 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3360A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y
N
N
N
RTP
Number
1240
1242
1245
1246
1247
1248
1252
1253
1259
1263
1264
1266
1271
1277
1278
Sponsor Agency
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland/ODOT
Portland
Portland
Portland/ODOT
ODOT
Portland
Portland
Project Name
82nd Avenue ITS Corridor
MLK/lnterstate ITS
Capitol Highway Pedestrian
Improvements
NE Klickitat/Siskiyou Bikeway
SE Holgate Bikeway, Phase I
SE Holgate Bikeway, Phase II
Inner Powell Streetscape Plan
NE Prescott Pedestrian and Bicycle
Improvements
N/NE Skidmore Bikeway
Banfield SC Pedestrian Improvements
Ventura Park Pedestrian District
NE/SE 99th Avenue Phases II and III
US 30: Lake Yard Hub Access
Linnton Community Bike and Pedestrian
Improvements
NW Champlain Viaduct Reconstruction
SE 39th Avenue Reconstruction, Safety
and Pedestrian Improvements
Project Location
82nd Avenue: entire corridor within city limits
MLK/lnterstate Avenue intersection
SW Barbur Blvd. to 49th Avenue
NE 14th Avenue to Rocky Butte Road
28th Avenue to 136th Avenue
SE McLoughlin Boulevard to SE 39th Avenue
Ross Island Bridge to SE 50th Avenue
NE Prescott, Cully to I-205; sidewalks from
Sandy to I-205
N Interstate to NE Cully
60th, 82nd, 148th, 162nd & intersecting streets
Eastside MAX Station Corridor at 122nd Avenue
NE Glisan Street to SE Washington Street and
SE Washington Street to SE Market Street
Entrance into Lake Yard
Harbor Avenue to 112th Avenue
NW Champlain/US 30
Sandy Boulevard to Woodstock Boulevard
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Communications infrastructure; closed circuit IV
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
Communications infrastructure; closed circuit IV
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
Complete curb extensions ana medians
recommended in the Capitol Highwayy Plan
Retrofit streets to add bike boulevard
Retrofit street to add bike lanes
Stripe bike lanes
ueveiop sireeiscape improvements mat aaaress
pedestrian safety and urban design issues
Ketront DIKS lanes IO existing sireet; improve
sidewalks, lighting and crossings
Retrofit streets to add bike boulevard
improve siaewaiKs, ngniing, crossings, DUS sneuers &
benches
improve siaewaiKs, ugnuny, crossings, DUS sneiters &
benches to improve ease of crossing and install curb
extensions at transit stops.
Keconstruct primary local mam street in uateway
regional center
New signal ana turn lane into Lake Yara Trom Hwy
30.
Kepiace z tranic signals (u; mom & lu/in Mve., curu
bulb-outs, sidewalks, and possibly adding pedestrian
crossings
Kepiace existing viaauct witn retaining wan ano
geofoam fill
Keconstruct street (burnsiue - i-iotgaie;. construct
sidewalks and crossing improvements (Stark -
Schiller). Upgrade three pedestrian signals to full
signals, remodel two full signals, and provide
channelization improvements to three other signals to
improve safety at high accident locations
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2010
2015
2025
2010
2025
2010
2010
2010
2015
2010
2015
2010
2025
2010
2010
• includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
' Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 9 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
1
N
RTP
Number
1279
2000
2006
2008
2010
2011
2012
2014
2015
2017
2018
2019
Sponsor Agency
Portland
Multnomah Co.
Multnomah Co.
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Multnomah Co.
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Project Name
Holgate Street Improvements
Hogan Corridor Improvements
Hogan Corridor Improvements
102nd Avenue Boulevard and
ITS/Safety Improvements, Phase 1
Halsey/Weidler Boulevard and ITS
Glisan Street Boulevard and ITS
SE Stark/Washington Boulevard and
ITS/Safety Improvements
Glisan Street Bikeway
102nd Avenue Boulevard and
ITS/Safety Improvements, Phase II
SE Stark/Washington Bikeway
SE 111th/112th Avenue Bikeway
NE Glisan Bikeway
Project Location
SE 39th Avenuee to 52nd Avenue
Stark Street to Palmquist (Stark to Powell in FC)
Glisan Street to Stark Street
NE Weidler to NE Glisan Street
within regional center between I-205 and NE
114th Avenue
within regional center between I-205 and NE
106th Avenue
92nd Avenue to 111th Avenue
162nd Avenue to 202nd Avenue
NE Glisan Street to SE Market Street
NE 75th Avenue to Portland city limits (excluding
92nd Avenue to 111th Avenue)
SE Mt. Scott Boulevard to SE Market Street
NE 47th Avenue to NE 162nd Avenue (excluding
segment of I-205 to NE 106th Avenue
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Reconstruct street pavement structure and
stormwater drainage facilities, upgrade corner curb
ramps to ADA standards, improve pedestrian
crossings and add bike lanes
Interim capacity improvements and access controls
upgrade to include bicycle and pedestrian facilities
and center turn lane/median
Implement Gateway regional Center plan with
boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals,
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street
lighting, bicycle lanes and multi-modal safety
improvements
Implement Gateway regional center plan with
boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals,
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street
lighting and new bicycle facilities
Implement Gateway regional center plan with
boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals,
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street
lighting and new bicycle facilities
boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals,
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street
lighting, bicycle lanes and multi-modal safety
improvements
Widen to retrofit bike lanes to existing street
boulevard design retrofit, new traffic signals,
improved pedestrian facilities and crossings, street
lighting, bicycle lanes and multi-modal safety
improvements
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
airttKMNfeMW^BH
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2010
2010
2010
2025
2015
2015
2010
2015
2010
2025
2010
" includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 10 of 33 7/28/2005
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
Y
N
Y
RTP
Number
2020
2021
Sponsor Agency
Portland
Portland
2022: Portland
2023 TriMet/Portland
2025 TriMet
2026 Portland
2027 TriMet/Gresham
2028 ODOT
2029 Multnomah Co.
2032
2035
Multnomah Co.
Gresham
2036; Gresham
2038 Gresham
2039 Gresham
2041 Multnomah Co.
2042 Multnomah Co.
2044 Multnomah Co.
Metro Reqion Transportation Proiec
Project Name
Gateway Regional Center Pedestrian
District Improvements, Phase 1
Gateway Regional Center Pedestrian
District Improvements, Phase II
Gateway Traffic Management
Gateway TMA Startup
Division street Frequent BUS capital
Improvements
NE/SE 99th Avenue Phase I/NE Pacific
Avenue
Civic Neighborhood LRT station/plaza
Powell Boulevard Improvements - East
County
242nd Avenue Reconstruction
Burnside/Hogan Intersection
Improvement
Cleveland Street Reconstruction
Wallula Street Reconstruction
Walters Road Reconstruction
Regner Road Reconstruction
257th Avenue Corridor Improvements
257th Avenue intersection
Improvements
Orient Drive Improvements
Project Location
Gateway Regional Center
Gateway Regional Center
Gateway Regional Center
Gateway Regional Center
Gresham to PCBD
NE 99th from NE Weidler to Glisan Street and
NE Pacific Avenue from 97th to 102nd Avenue
MAX line west of Gresham City Hall
174th Avenue to Eastman Parkway
Powell Boulevard to Burnside Road
Intersection of 242nd/Burnside Street
Stark Street to Powell Boulevard
Division Street to Stark Street
Powell Boulevard to 7th Street
Cleveland Street to city limits
Division Street to Powell Valley Road
Intersection of 257th/Palmquist Road/US 26
282nd Avenue to 257th Avenue
. . . . 2004 RTP Project list as
t L l S t Amended bv Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A.
Itfdlnance N6. U4-1U4bA. aM U
Project Description
mgn priority local street ana peaestnan
improvements in regional center
Mign priority local street ana peaestnan
improvements in regional center
Manage iranic intiitration in residential areas east anu
west of Gateway & necessary street and utility work;
improve connectivity
implements a transportation management
association program with employers (placeholder
TMA)
construct improvements tnat ennance t-requent BUS
service
Keconstruci primary local main street in gateway
regional center
LRT station and retail plaza
implement sireetscape aesign Dasea on i^resnam
study recommendations
Reconstruct 242nd Avenue to five lanes
improve intersection oy aaamg a souinr>ouna tnrougn
lane
Reconstruct street trom siarK street to roweii
Boulevard
Keconstruct street from Division street to siarK
Street
Reconstruct to improve access to Springwater Trail
Keconstruci Kegner Koaa rrom cieveiana to cny
limits
Keconstruct street to arteriais stanaaras, including
bike lanes, sidewalks, drainage, lighting and traffic
signals
Keaugn intersection to proviae ror sarety, capacity,
bike and pedestrian movements
Improve Orient Drive
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating**
2010
2015
2015
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2025
2025
2015
2025
2025
2025
2010
2010
2025
' includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 11 of 33 7/28/2005
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
N
N
Y
N
N
N
N
N
1
N
N
N
N
Y
Y
' includes all 2004
RTP
Number
2045
2047
2048
2051
2052
2053
2054
2055
2056
2057
2058
2059
2065
2069
2070
2074
RTP-financ
Sponsor Agency
Multnomah Co.
Gresham
Multnomah Co.
ODOT
Gresham
Gresham
Gresham
Gresham
Multnomah Co.
Gresham/ODOT
Gresham
Gresham
Gresham
ODOT
ODOT
Multnomah Co.
ally constrained system
Metro Reqio
Project Name
190th Avenue Improvements
Division Street Improvements
Burnside Street Improvements
US 26/Springwater Interchange
Improvement
MAX Shared-Use Path
Gresham/Fairview Trail
Springwater Trail Connections
SW Waiters Road/Springwater Trail
Access
Division Street Bikeway
Gresham RC Pedestrian and Ped-to-
MAX Improvements
Springwater Trail Pedestrian Access
Division Street Pedestrian to Transit
Access Improvements
Phase 3 Signal Optimization
I-205 Interchange Improvement
I-205 Interchange Improvement
Sandy Boulevard Widening
all 2008-09 MTIP ana locally funded protects,
2004 RTP Project list as
n Transportation Project List Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Project Location
Butler Road to Highland Drive and Powell
Boulevard to 190th Avenue
Kelly Street to Burnside Street
NE Wallula Street to Hogan Road
US 26 at Springwater
Ruby Junction to Cleveland Station
Springwater Trail to Marine Drive
Spnngwater Trail at 182nd Avenue and Pleasant
View/190th Ave.
SW 7th to Powell Boulevard
174th Avenue to Wallula Avenue
Durnsiae, Division, Koweu, UIVIC way, tasiman
Pkwy, Main Street, Cleveland and intersecting
streets and LRT stations areas
Eastman, Towle, Roberts, Regner, Hogan
174th to Wallula Avenue
System-wide
I-205 NB/Airport Way Interchange
I-205 SB/Airport Way Interchange
122nd Avenue to 238th Avenue
Urainanfte N6. U4-'IU4bA, AIM U
Project Description
sidewalks and bike lanes. Widen and determine the
appropriate cross-section for Highland Drive and
Pleasant View Drive from Powell Boulevard to 190th
Avenue based on the recommendations from Phase
2 of the Powell Boulevard/Foster Road Corridor
Study
Complete boulevard design improvements
Complete boulevard design improvements
New interchange on US 26 to serve industrial area
Construct new shared-use path
Springwater Trail connection
Provide bike access to regional trail
upgrade peaesinan signal to tun tramc signal ana
provide bike access to regional trail
Retrofit street to add bike lanes
Improve sidewalks, lighting, crossings, bus shelters
and benches
Improve sidewalks and lighting
improve siaewaiks, iignting, crossings, ous sneners
and benches
Optimize signals
IYBW i-zuo IND im-iamp ai i-^uo/Miipun way
interchange (Phase 1 in FC: modify signing, striping
channelization and signal timing for NB on-ramp) -
changed to full improvement in FC system.
wiaen i-/un bt) un-ramp airtirpon way; moony
signing, striping channelization and/or signal timing
for the I-205 NB on-ramp at Airport Way
wiaens street IO live lanes wnn siaewaiKS ana DiKe
lanes
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating**
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2025
2025
2015
2010
2025
2025
2010
2010
2010
2025
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 12 of 33 7/28/2005
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
Y
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
Y
N
N
N
N
N
Y
Y
N
N
N
RTP
Number
2076
2077
2080
2081
2084
2085
2088
2091
2099
2101
2102
2103
2104
2105
2109
2110
2115
2116
2120
Sponsor Agency
TriMet
Multnomah Co.
Multnomah Co.
Multnomah Co.
Multnomah Co.
Multnomah Co.
Portland
Portland
Multnomah Co.
Gresham
Gresham
Multnomah Co.
Multnomah Co.
Gresham
Multnomah Co.
Multnomah Co.
MultCo/FV/ WV
Multnomah Co.
Multnomah Co.
Metro Reqion Transportation Proiec
Project Name
181st Avenue Frequent bus
181st Avenue Widening
202nd Railroad Crossing Improvement
223rd Railroad Crossing Improvement
181st Avenue Intersection Improvement
181st Avenue Intersection Improvement
N eMarine Drive/122nd Avenue
Improvements
NE/SE 148th Avenue Bikeway
201st/202nd Avenue Corridor
Improvements
Stark Street Improvements
Stark Street Improvements
181st Avenue Improvements
Burnside Road Boulevard Improvements
Rockwood TC Pedestrian and Ped-to-
MAX Improvements
Glisan Street Improvements
MKC Collector
Fairview-Wood Village TC Pedestrian
Improvements
NE 223rd Avenue Bikeway and
Pedestrian Improvements
Sandy Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian
Improvements
Project Location
Gresham to Columbia South Shore
Halsey Street to EB on-ramp to I-84
202nd Avenue/railroad bridge
223rd Avenue/railroad bridge
181st Avenue/Glisan Street intersection
181st Avenue/Burnside Road intersection
NE Marine Drive/122nd Avenue intersection
NE Marine Drive to Knott and NE Glisan to SE
Division
Sandy Boulevard-Powell Boulevard
190th to 197th
181st to 190th
Glisan to Yamhill
181 st Avenue to 197th Avenue
181st, 188th, Stark ana intersecting streets ana
LRT station areas
202nd Avenue to 207th Avenue
Halsey Street to Arata Road
Fairview, Halsey, Glisan and neighborhood
streets
NE Halsey Street to Marine Drive
162nd to Troutdale
2004 RTP Project list as
t L i s t Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A.
Urdinartce No. U4-11BWCSWU
Project Description
oonsiruci improvements tnai ennance i-requent bus
service
Widens street to three lanes southbound
Replacing railroad bridge to allow for road widening
Kepiacing ranroaa onage to auow ror roaa widening
and two crossings; one north of Sandy and one south
of 1-84
Improve intersection
Improve intersection
bignaiizanon, wiaen aiKe to install len turn lane on
Marine Drive
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
Reconstruct ana wiaen to tnree lanes (sanay to
Halesey in FC System)
Complete boulevard design improvements
Complete boulevard design improvements
Complete boulevard design improvements
Complete boulevard design improvements
improve siaewaiKS, ngniing, crossings, DUS sneners
and benches
Complete reconstruction of Glisan Street to five lanes
Construct new collector of regional significance
improve siaewaiKS, ngnting, crossings, DUS sneiters
and benches
Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks on existing street
Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks on existing street
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2015
2010
2010
2010
2025
2025
2010
2015
2010
2015
2010
2015
2010
2025
2010
2025
2025
2015
2025
' includes all 2004 RTP f nancially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
'* Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 13 of 33 7/28/2005
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
Y
N
N
Y
Y
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
RTP
Number
2123
2124
2125
2126
3001
3003
3004
3005
3006
3008
3009
3011
3012
3013
3014
3015
3016
3017
Sponsor Agency
Multnomah Co.
Multnomah Co.
Mult. Co./Troutdale
Troutdale
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT
Hillsboro
Various
Various
Various
Washington Co.
TriMet
2004 RTP Project list as
M e t r o R e g i o n T r a n s p o r t a t i o n P r o j e c t L i s t Amended by Metro Resolution NO. 03-3380A.
Project Name
Stark Street Improvements
Halsey Street Improvements - Troutdale
Troutdale TC Pedestrian Improvements
257th Avenue Pedestrian Improvements
Highway 217 Improvements
US 26/Jackson School Road
interchange
US 217 EIS Study
US 26 Refinement and EA Study
US 26 Improvements
US 26 Improvements
US 26 Improvements
US 26 Improvements
Rock Creek Greenway Shared-Use Path
Bronson Creek Greenway Shared-Use
Path
Powerline Beaverton Trail Corridor Trail
Beaverton Creek Greenway Corridor
Study
Washington County ATMS
beaverton Hillsdale Highway - Frequent
Bus
Project Location
257th Avenue to Troutdale Road
238th to 257th
Old Col. River Highway, 257th/Graham, Buxton
Road
Cherry Park Road to Stark Street
NB - TV Highway/Canyon Road to US 26
Jackson School Road at US 26
I-5 to US 26
Sylvan interchange to 185th Avenue
US 26 between Sylvan and Highway 217
Highway 217 to Murray Boulevard
Murray Boulevard to Cornell Road
Cornell Road to 185th Avenue
TV Highway to Evergreen Parkway
Beaverton Creek to Powerline Trail
Bronson Creek Greenway to Farmington Road
Rock Creek to Fanno Creek Greenway
Washington County
Beaverton-Hillsdale Highway
Ordinance NO, 04-1045A.and O
Project Description
Widens street to five lanes
improve Halsey Street to 3 lanes ana complete
boulevard design improvements
improve sidewalks, lighting, crossings, bUS shelters
and benches
improve sidewalks, lighting, crossings, DUS sneiters
and benches
Widen NB to three lanes; ramp improvements
Construct new interchange
Complete planning and environmental works for
improvements in corridor
Complete planning and environmental work Tor
improvements in corridor
complete mtercnange improvements cy aaaing iniro
through-lane and collector distributor system from
Camelot Court to Sylvan Road (Phase 3)
Widen US 26 to six lanes
Widen US 26 to six lanes
Widen US 26 to six lanes
Completes shared-use path along Rock Creek from
Tualatin Valley Highway to Evergreen Parkway
btuay TeasiDiiny ot cornaor ana construct snarea-use
path
Plan, design and construct shared-use path
btuay TeasiDiiny oi cornaor ana construct snarea-use
path
Acquire naraware Tor new tranic operations center
and conduct needs analysis
Improvements to enhance Frequent bus service
airtiEgHNfctiAMbuy
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2015
2025
2010
2015
2010
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
' includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 14 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
Y
N
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
N
N
RTP
Number Sponsor Agency
3019 Beaverton
3020 Beaverton
3021 Washington Co.
3022 Washington Co.
3029 Beaverton
3030 Beaverton
3032: Beaverton
3033: Beaverton
3034 Beaverton
3035 Beaverton
3038; Beaverton
3039! Beaverton
3041; Beaverton
ODO/Beaverton/
3042 TriMet
3045 Beaverton
Project Name
Beaverton Connectivity Improvements I:
East-West
Beaverton Connectivity Improvements II:
North/South
2040 Centers and Station Areas
Pedestrian System Infill
2040 Centers and Station Areas Bicycle
System Infill
Lombard Improvements
Farmington Road Improvements
Cedar Hills Boulevard Improvements
125th Avenue Extension
Hall Boulevard Extension
Hocken Avenue Improvements
Center Street Improvements
Hocken Avenue Improvements
Hall/Watson Improvements
IV Highway Pedestrian Access to
Transit Improvements
Farmington Road Bikeway
Project Location
(1) Center, Cedar Hills to Hocken via
Westgate/Dawson; (2) Crescent: Cedar Hills to
Hall; (3) Millikan Way: Watson/Hall to 114th; (4)
Broadway to 115th connection; (5) Electric to
Whitney to Carousel to 144th
(6) Rose Biggi. Westgate to Broadway, (7) 120th
Ave.: Center to Canyon; (8) 114th/115th: LRT to
Beaverton-Hillsdale Hwy./Griffith Drive; (9)
Tualaway Ave.: Electric to Millikan
Regional pedestrian system in Washington
County
Regional bicycle system in Washington County
Broadway to Farmington
Hocken Avenue to Murray Boulevard
Farmington Road to Walker Road
Brockman Street/Greenway to Hall Boulevard
Cedar Hills Boulevard to Hocken
LRT to Beaverton Creek
Hall Boulevard to 113th Avenue
Farmington Road to Millikan Way
Allen Boulevard to Cedar Hills Boulevard
Murray to Highway 217
Hocken to Highway 217
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Complete central Beaverton street connections
Complete central Beaverton street connections
Fill in missing gaps in regional pedestrian system
Fill in missing gaps in regional bicycle system
Three lane improvement to realign road with segment
to the north with pedestrian facilities
vviden to five lanes; intersections improvements, add
turn lanes, bike lanes and sidewalks
Widen to five lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes
construct two/tnree-iane extension wnn intersection
improvements, bike lanes and sidewalks
construct tnree-iane extension wnn DiKeways ana
sidewalks
vviaen to -i lanes witn Dike lanes ana siaewaiks ana
reconstruct bridge
Widen to three lanes with bikeways and sidewalks
widen street to actumiTioaate i. auuiuunai lanes
between Tualatin Valley Highway and Farmington
Road to allow turn lanes
crosswalks and intersection improvements, lighting
and furniture replacement, create pedestrian plazas
and park entries, add turn lanes, bike lanes, and
sidewalks
improve siaewaixs, ngnting, crossings, ous sneners
and benches
Retrofit to include bike lanes
•airt*#WfcMWbHy
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating**
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2015
2010
2015
2010
2025
2015
2010
2015
2015
* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
** Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 15 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y
Y
Y
N
N
Y
N
Y
N
Y
N
RTP
Number
3046
3047
3049
3051
3052
3053
3055
3057
3058
3061
3063
3067
3071
3072
3074
3075
3076
3079
3091
3092
Sponsor Agency
Beaverton
Beaverton
Beaverton
WashCo/Beaverton
/TriMet
Beaverton
Beaverton
ODOT/Beaverton
Beaverton
TriMet/Beaverton
ODOT/WashCo
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
WashCo/THPRD
Tualatin Hills PRD
Beaverton
Beaverton/WashCo
Beaverton
Beaverton
Hillsboro
Washington Co.
Project Name
Hall Boulevard Bikeway
Watson Avenue Bikeway
uowntown Beaverton Pedestrian/BiKe
Improvements
Hall Boulevard/Watson Pedestrian-to-
Transit Improvements
110th Avenue Pedestrian Improvements
117th Avenue Pedestrian Improvements
Beavenon-Hillsdale Highway Pedestrian
and Bicycle Improvements
Denney Road Bike/Pedestrian
Improvements
3eaverton Regional Center TMA
TV Highway System Management
Murray Boulevard Improvements
185th Avenue Improvements
Fanno Creek Greenway Shared-Use
Path
Beaverton Powerline Shared-Use Trail
Hall Boulevard Bikeway
Cedar Hills Boulevard Improvements
Allen Boulevard Improvements
Allen Boulevard Bike/Ped Improvements
Quatama Street Improvements
Powerline/Rock Creek Trail
Project Location
BH Highway to Cedar Hills Boulevard
BH Highway to Hall Boulevard
Hocken Avenue/IV Highway/113th
Avenue/110th Avenue/Cabot Street
Cedar Hills Boulevard to Tigard TC
B-H Highway to Canyon Road
light rail transit to Center Street
65th Avenue to Highway 217 (only portion from
91st to Hwy. 217 Financially Constrained)
Nimbus Avenue to Scholls Ferry Road
Beaverton Regional Center
TV Highway from Highway 217 to 209th
TV Highway to Allen Boulevard
West View High School to Springville Road
Greenwood Inn to Scholls Ferry Road
Farmington Road to Scholls Ferry Road
12th Street to south of Allen Boulevard
Butner Road to Walker Road
Highway 217 to Western Avenue
Western Avenue to Scholls Ferry Road
Aistn Avenue to itiv\ Avenue: itun at
3aseline
Beinany/K.aiser Koaa IO tvergreen Koaa/KOCK
Creek Greenway
urainsnce ING. U4-IU4!>A, ana u
Project Description
Retrofit to include bike lanes
Retrofit to include bike lanes
improve siaewaiks, Dike lanes, ngnting, crossings,
bus shelters and benches
improve siaewaiks, ngniing, crossings, DUS sneiters
and benches
Fill in missing sidewalks
Improve sidewalks, lighting, crossings
improve siaewaiks, ngming, crossings, DUS sneners
and benches; stripe bike lanes
improve siaewaiKS, crossings ana tin in Dicycie
network gaps
implements a transportation management
association program with employers
interconnect signals on i v Hignway trom zuain
Avenue to Highway 217
Signal coordination
Widen to five lanes with bike lanes and sidewalks
Completes Fanno Creek Greenway shared-use path
Construct multi-use trail within powerline easement
KeiroTit to mciuae Dike lanes; intersection turn lanes
at Allen Boulevard
improve SiaewaiKS, ngniing, crossings, oiKe lanes,
DUS shelters and benches
Widen to five lanes with bike lanes and sidewalks
Keirorn 10 mciuae Dine lanes ana mi in missing
sidewalks
widen to tnree lanes ana extena to Basenne wnn
sidewalks and bike lanes
construct snareo-use pain ror Dicycusis ana
pedestrians just north of US 26
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating**
2010
2010
2010
2015
2010
2010
2025
2025
2010
2015
2010
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2025
2015
2015
2010
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 16 of 33 7/28/2005
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
Y
N
Y
RTP
Number
3094
3095
3098
3099
3102
3104
3105
3106
3107
3111
3112
3113
3114
3118
3123
3126
3127
3128
Sponsor Agency
Hillsboro
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Hillsboro
Hillsboro
Washington Co.
Hillsboro/WashCo.
Washington Co.
ODOT
Hillsboro
Hillsboro
Hillsboro
TriMet/Hillsboro
Washington Co.
ODOT/Hillsboro
WashCo
Washington Co.
Metro Region Transportat ion Project List Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Project Name
Cornell Road Bikeway
170th Avenue Pedestrian Improvements
Walker Road Bike/Ped Improvements
1st Avenue/Glencoe Road
Baseline Road Improvements
NW Aloclek Drive Extension
E/W Collector
229th/231st/234th Connector
SW 205th Avenue Improvements
First Avenue Improvements
First Avenue Improvements
10th Avenue Improvements
NE 28th Avenue Improvements
Tualatin Valley Highway/Brookwood
Avenue Intersection Alignment
Hillsboro Regional Center TMA Startup
Cornelius Pass Road Improvements
Hillsboro RC Pedestrian Improvements
Cornell Road Improvements
Project Location
Elam Young Parkway (W) to Ray Circle
Merlo Drive to Elmonica light rail station
Canyon Road to Cedar Hills Boulevard
Lincoln Street to Evergreen Road
201st to 231st Avenue
NW Amberwood Drive to Cornelius Pass Road
185th Avenue to west of Cornelius Pass Road
Lois Street to Dogwood Street
LRT to Baseline Road
Grant Street to Glencoe High School
Oak Street to Baseline Street
Main Street to Baseline Road
Grant Street to East Main Street
Tualatin Valley Highway at Brookwood Avenue
Hillsboro Regional Center
TV Highway to Baseline Road
18th, 21st, Oak, Maple and Walnut streets
Arrington Road to Main Street
Orrdinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Retrofit to include bike lanes
FILL IN SIDEWALK GAPS AND EXTEND TO LIGHT RAIL EASTSIDE
only
Retrofit to include bike lanes and sidewalks
Widen to three lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes
Widen to three lanes with bike lanes and sidewalks
New three-lane facility with sidewalks and bike lanes
New 3-lane facility
New 3-lane facility and bridge
WIDEN TO FIVE LANES, INCLUDING BRIDGE, SIDEWALKS AND
bike lanes (sidewalk on eastside and bike lanes only
in financially constrained system)
Improve sidewalks and pedestrian crossings ana
make transit improvements
Rechannelize NB and SB to provide protected left
turn lanes and signal phasing at 1st/Oak and
1st/Baseline
Add right turn lane and widen sidewalk
vviaen to tnree lanes witn siaewaiKS, DIKB lanes,
street lighting and landscaping
KecoNiiyure iv niyriway/BrooKwooo: Mveriue/wnui
Hazel intersection and roadway improvements to
Alexander Street
implements a transportation management
association program with employers
vviaeti to nve lanes inciuamg siaewaiKS ana DiKe
lanes
improve siaewaiks, ngntmg, crossings, DUS sneners
and benches
Widen to five lanes
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2010
2025
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2025
includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
* Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 17 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
RTP
Number
3131
3133
3134
3135
3137
3139
3140
3141
3143
3144
3147
3148
3149
3150
3153
3157
3158
Sponsor Agency
Washington Co.
Washington Co./
ODOT
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Hillsboro
Hillsboro
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Hillsboro
Washington Co.
ODOT/Washington
Co.
Washington Co.
Forest Grove
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Project Name
Evergreen Road Improvements
Cornellus Pass Road Interchange
Improvement
Cornelius Pass Road Improvements
Cornelius Pass Road Improvements
Brookwood Avenue Improvements
US 26 Overcrossing - Sunset IA
229th Avenue Extension
170th/173rd Improvements
Walker Road Improvements
Walker Road Improvements
25th Avenue Improvements
Walker Road Improvements
Shute Road Interchange Improvements
Cornell Road System Management
David Hill Road Connector
Sunset Drive Improvements
Martin Koaa/Lorneiius-bcneniin Koaa
Improvements
Project Location
25th Avenue to 253rd Avenue
US 26/Cornelius Pass Road
TV Highway to Baseline Road
Baseline Road to Aloclek Drive
TV Highway to Baseline Road
NW Bennett Avenue to NW Wagon Way
NW Wagon Way to West Union Road
Baseline to Walker
Cedar Hills to 158th Avenue
158th Avenue to Amberglen Parkway
Cornell Road to Evergreen
Highway 217 to Cedar Hills Boulevard
Shute Road and US 26
10th Avenue to Multnomah County line
Thatcher Road to Highway 47 (Sunset Drive)
University Avenue to Beal Road
Forest Grove northern UGB to Roy Road
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Widen to five lanes including sidewalks and bike
lanes
construct eastbound on-ramp, westbound off-ramp
and southbound auxiliary lane
Widen to three lanes including sidewalks, bike lanes
and signals at Johnson and Francis
Widen to five lanes including sidewalks and bike
lanes
Widen to tnree lanes including sidewalks and bike
lanes
and bike lanes to better connect areas north and
south of US 26
New three-lane facility with sidewalks and bike lanes
Improve to 3 lanes
vviaen to five lanes inciuamg siaewaiKS ana DiKe
lanes
vviaen to nve lanes inciuamg siaewaiKS ana oiKe
lanes
Widen street to three lanes with bike lanes
vviaen to inree lanes inciuaincj siaewaiks ana oiKe
lanes
Relocate westbound on-ramp to construct westbound
to southbound loop ramp and widen overcrossing to
accommodate additonal southbound through lane
upgraae iramc controllers ana install u u i v cameras
and monitoring stations
(Highway 47) as a two -lane arterial facility with left-
turn lanes at major intersections, traffic signal at 47
and bike lanes
vviaen to tnree lanes inciuamg DiKe lanes, signals
and sidewalks
Keaiign wnn wiaenea pavea snouiaers wianin Koaa
and Cornelius Schefflin Road
aiiwMMNfcWWbBy
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2015
2015
2015
2015
2015
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, ail 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
** Dales in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 18 of 33 7/28/2005
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y
N
N
Y
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
includes all 2004
RTP
Number
3159
3160
3163
3164
3166
3167
3168
3169
3170
3171
3172
3178
3182
3183
3185
3186
RTP financ
Sponsor Agency
ODOT/ Forest
Grove
Washington Co.
ODOT/Forest
Grove
TriMet
Cornelius/ODOT
Cornelius/ODOT
Cornelius/ODOT
Cornelius/ODOT
Cornelius/ODOT
Cornelius/Wash Co.
Forest Grove
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
allv constrained system.
M e t r o R e g i o n T r a n s p o r t a t i o n P r o j e c t L i s t Amended by Metro Resolution NO. 03-3380A,
Project Name
Highway 8 Improvements - Forest Grove
Verboon Road intersection
Improvement
Forest Grove TC Pedestrian
Improvements
TV Highway Frequent Bus
Highway 8 Intersection Reconstruction -
10th Avenue
Highway 8 Intersection Realignment -
19th/20th Avenue
Highway 8/14th Avenue Intersection
Improvements
Main Street Couplet improvements
West Couplet Enhancement
North Davis Street Reconstruction
23rd/24th Avenue Extension
Westhaven Road Pathways
Cornell Road Improvements - west
Cedar Mill
Cornell Road Improvements
Barnes Road Improvement
Murray Boulevard improvements -
Cedar Mill
all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects
Project Location
B' Street to Cornelius city limits
at Highway 47
IV Hignway, Pacific, 19th, College, Sunset, "B"
and intersecting streets
Forest Grove to Hillsdale via IV Highway and B-
H Highway
Intersection of 10th Avenue and Highway 8
couplet at Baseline and Adair
Intersection of 19th/20th Avenue and Highway 8
at initiation of couplet
Intersection of 14th Avenue at Highway 8 couplet
(Adair and Baseline)
Highway 8 couplet from 10th to 19th Avenue
1st Avenue to 10th Avenue
19th Avenue to 10th Avenue
Hawthorne Ave. to Quince St. (Hwy. 47)
Morrison to Springcrest
143rd Avenue to Murray Boulevard
Murray Boulevard to Saltzman Road
Saltzman Road to 119th Avenue
US 26 to Cornell Road
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Complete boulevard design improvements (u i I A
project in FC)
Intersection safety improvement
improve siaewaiKs, iigntmg, crossings, DUS sneiters
and benches
Kroviae improvements mat ennance rrequent DUS
service
increase turning raau, aaa proteaea turn lanes, ana
improve pedestrian crossings to support freight
access and improve pedestrian and vehicle safety
oiaaio new iiiitMbuuiuii uy inu diiyiniiy ui IMIM
Avenue/20th Avenue at Highway 8; improve S. 20th
(including RR crossing) to S. Alpine and improve N.
19th to RR crossing north of N. Davis)
of pedestrian signal to full mode signalization for
improved Main Street District circulation and
improved pedestrian safety on Adair and Baseline
streets
Baseline, 11th, 12th, 13th, 14th, and 17th Avenues,
and pedestrian alley within the Adair/Baseline
couplet in Main Street District
Complete boulevard design improvements
Reconstruct street to urban standards
construct collector roadway wnn ien-turn lane at
Hawthorne
constructs orr-roaa patnway to improve Dicycie ana
pedestrian access to Sunset transit center
Widen to five lanes with boulevard design treatment
Widen to three lanes with bikeways and sidewalks
vviaen to rive lanes witn intersection improvement at
Saltzman
VViaen Murray tsouievara to w e lanes ana improve
Cornell/Murray intersection
•8lnSKfr|Nfe|UA#bBy
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating**
2015
2015
2010
2004-25
2010
2010
2010
2010
2015
2015
2010
2015
2025
2010
2010
2010
* Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 19 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
N
N
Y
Y
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
y
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
RTP
Number
3188
3192
3195
3197
3204
3208
3216
3217
4001
4004
4005
4006
4007
4009
Sponsor Agency
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Hillsboro
Hillsboro
Hillsboro
Hillsboro
Hillsboro
TriMet
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT
Multnomah Co.
ODOT
Project Name
Saltzman Road Improvements
Cedar Mill Town Center Local
Connectivity, Phase 1
Saltzman Pedestrian Improvements
Bethany Boulevard improvements,
Phase 1
Cornell Road improvements - East
Tanasbourne
i anasDourne i u Pedestrian
Improvements
185th Avenue Improvements
Farmington Road Improvements
Airport Road
Cherry Lane
Davis Road
Alexander Road
188th Avenue
Killingsworth Frequent Bus
I-5 Reconstruction and Widening
I-5 North Improvements
l-5/Columbia Boulevard Improvement
Sauvie Island Bridge Replacement
I-5 Trade Corridor study and Tier 1
DEIS
Project Location
Cornell Road to Laidlaw Road
Various locations in the town center
Marshall Road to Dogwood Road
Bronson Road to West Union Road
179th Avenue to Bethany Boulevard
Cornell, Evergreen Pkwy and intersecting streets
TV Highway to Bany Road
185th Avenue to 209th Avenue
Brookwood to 48th
231st to Cornelius Pass
Hillsboro
Hillsboro
Hillsboro
Swan Island to Clackamas TC
Greeley Street to I-84
Lombard Street to Expo Center/Delta Park
l-5/Columbia Boulevard interchange
Sauvie Island Bridge
I-405 (OR) to I-205 (WA)
Ufdlnance IM6. U4-1U4bA, anfl U
Project Description
Widen to three lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes
construct aaamonai local roaa connections to
improve traffic circulations
Construct sidewalks on west side of road
Widen to three lanes with bike lanes and sidewalks
Widen to five lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes
improve siaewaiks, ngniing, crossings, DUS sneners
and benches
Widen to three lanes
Widen to three lanes
3 lane road improvement
Extend 3-lane road.
Extend 3-lane road to River Road
Extend 2-lane road to Davis Road (link Lone Oak Roa
Extend 2-lane road south to Walker Road
Construct improvements tnai ennance i-requeni DUS
service
Modernize freeway and ramps to improve access to
the Lloyd District and Rose Quarter (Greeley ramp
improvements in financially constrained system)
Widen to six lanes
i^unsiruu IUII uireaiun access imeruianye uasyu on
recommendations from 1-5 North Trade Corridor
Study
Replace substandard bridge
Plan improvements to 1-5 to benefit freight traffic
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating**
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2025
2015
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2015
2010
2010
2015
2010
2010
' includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTiP and locally funded projects
' Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 20 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
Y
Y
N
Y
Y
N
RTP
Number
4011
4012
4017
4021
4022
4026
4028
4029
4031
4032
4033
4037
4038
4039
4040
4041
4042
Sponsor Agency
Portland
Portland
Port
Port
Portland/Port
Port/Portland
Port
Portland
Port
Port
Port
Portland/Port
Port
Port
Portland
Portland
Port
Project Name
NE Marine Drive Bikeway
N/NE Lombard/Killingsworth ITS
SW Quad Access
Airport Way Improvements, West
East Columbia/Lombard Street
Connector
Cascades Parkway Connection
Airport Way/82nd grade separation
PDX ITS
Airport Way return and Exit Roadways
Airport way Terminal entrance roaaway
relocation
Airport way east terminal access
roadway
Lombard-Columbia Connection near
MLK Jr. Boulevard
82nd Avenue/Alderwood Road
Improvement
NE 92nd Avenue
47th Avenue Intersection and Roadway
Improvements
Columbia Boulevard/Alderwood
Improvements
Cornfoot Road intersection
Improvement
Project Location
NE 6th to 33rd avenue and Gantenbein to
Vancouver Way
Six signals: at junction, MLK, Interstate, Greeley,
Portsmouth and Philadelphia/lvanhoe
33rd Avenue
82nd Avenue to PDX terminal
Columbia/US 30 Bypass: NE 82nd Avenue to I-
205
Cascades Parkway to Alderwood Road
82nd Avenue/Airport Way
Traffic signalization
Airport Way
PDX terminal
PDX east terminal
Columbia Boulevard and Lombard Street near
MLK
82nd Avenue/Alderwood Road intersection
NE 92nd/Columbia Boulevard/Alderwood
at Columbia Boulevard
at Alderwood Road intersection
Alderwood/Cornfoot intersection
UrdTOrice N6. U4-IU46A, arid U
Project Description
KetroTit DiKe lanes to existing street; on-streei pains
in missing locations
uommunicaiions imrasiruciure; ciosea circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
Hroviae street access rrom j j ra Avenue into svv
Quad
Widen to three lanes in both directions
t-roviue iree-nuw coririeuion worn ouiumuia
Boulevard/82nd Avenue to US 30 Bypass/l-205
interchange
Construct two-lane extension
Construct grade separated overcrossing
uommunicauons inirasiruciure; ciosea circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
Keiocate Airport way exit roaaway ana construct new
return roadway
Keiocate ana wiaen Airport way normeny at terminal
entrance to maintain access and circulation
Construct Airport Way east terminal access roadway
Boulevard and Lombard in the vicinity of MLK Jr.
Boulevard to 11/13th Avenue to facilitate freight
movement. PE only in FC system.
uonstruct new turn lanes, restnpe ana moaity tramc
signal
Improvement to be defined
wiaen ana cnannenze Nt uoiumuia ouuievaiu iu
facilitate truck turning movements; add sidewalks and
Dike facilities
Widen and signalize intersection
Add signal, improve turn lanes at intersection
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2015
2010
2015
2010
2010
2015
2010
2015
2010
2015
2010
2010
2025
2010
2010
2010
• includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
' Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 21 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y
N
RTP
Number
4043
4044
4045
4046
4049
4050
4051
4053
4054
4055
4056
4057
4058
4059
4060
4063
4064
Sponsor Agency
Portland
Port/Portland
Port/Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Port
Portland
Port
Portland
Portland
Portland
Port
Port/Portland
ODOT/Portland
Port
Project Name
33rd/Marine Drive intersection
Improvement
Columbia/82nd Avenue Improvements
Airport vvay/122nd Avenue
Improvements
NE Alderwood Bikeway
NE 82nd Avenue Bikeway
N/NE Columbia Boulevard Bikeway
NE Cornfoot Bikeway
Pedestrian and Bicycle Access
Improvements
N Columbia pedestrian improvements.
Phase I and Phase II
Airtrans/Cornfoot Rd intersection
Improvement
Columbia Boulevard ITS
N/NE Marine Drive ITS
NE Airport Way ITS
82nd Avenue Pedestrian Access
Improvements
Lightrail station/track realignment
N. Lombard Improvements
Marine Drive Improvement, Phase 2
Project Location
NE 33rd and Marine Drive
Columbia Boulevard at 82nd Avenue southbound
ramps
Airport Way at 122nd Avenue
NE Columbia Boulevard to Alderwood Trail
Columbia Boulevard to Airport Way
N Lombard to MLK Boulevard
NE Alderwood to NE 47th Avenue
PDX terminal between N. Frontage Road and the
terminal building
Swift to Portland Road; Argyle Way to Albina
Airtrans and Cornfoot Road
Six signals between N. Burgard and I-205
Three signals between N. Portland Road and NE
185th Avenue
Three signals between I-205 and NE 158th
Avenue
Airport Way to Alderwood Road
PDX terminal
LomDara street tram Rivergate Bouievara
(Purdy) to south of Columbia Slough bridge
Rail overcrossing
Odinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Signalize 33rd/Marine Drive intersection for freight
movement
Add through lanes on Columbia Boulevard, a SB right
turn lane and signalize
Aaa N B left turn lane, moaiiy tranic signal ana
reconstruct island
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
Retrofit bike lanes to existing street
Provide pedestrian and bicycle access to the terminal
Construct sidewalk and crossing improvements.
Provide channelization, construct new traffic signal
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
communications infrastructure; cioseu circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
communications infrastructure; cioseu circuit i v
cameras, variable message signs for remote
monitoring and control of traffic flow
Provide pedestrian improvements
Keaiign ugnt ran tracK into terminal nunaing nncuaes
double tracking)
Widen street to three lanes
Contruct rail overcrossing
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2015
2010
2010
2015
2010
2015
2025
2010
2010
2010
2015
2010
2010
2010
2015
2010
2025
includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
* Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 22 of 33 7/28/2005
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y
N
N
Y
N
Y
Y
RTP
Number
4065
4067
4072
4073
4076
4082
4084
4085
4086
4087
4088
5001
5007
5013
5016
5017
Sponsor Agency
Port/Portland
Port
Portland
Portland/Metro
Various
Port/RR
Port
Port
Port
Port
Port/Portland
TriMet
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT
M e t r o R e g i o n T r a n s p o r t a t i o n P r o j e c t L is t Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Project Name
North Lombard Overcrossing
Columbia River Channel Deepening -
Regional Share
N. Force/Broadacre/Victory Bikeway
Kelley Point Park Access 1 rail/40 Mile
Loop Trail
Columbia Slough Greenway Trail Study
Ramsey Rail Complex
tast Airport pedestrian ana Bicycle
Access Improvements
Terminal area Bicycle and Pedestrian
Improvements
PIC Bike and Pedestrian Improvements
Leadbetter Street Extension and Grade
Separation
Terminal 4 Driveway Consolidation
Transit center ana park-and-ride
upgrades
Highway 212
I-205 Climbing Lanes
Highway 213 Grade Separation
Highway 213 Intersection Improvements
Project Location
South Rivergate
Deepen Columbia River Channel from Astoria tO
Portland
N. Marine Drive to N. Denver
Vicinity of Kelley Point Park
Kelly Point Park to Blue Lake Park
South of Columbia Slough bridge
Mt. Hood Avenue to Marine Drive
Southside of PDX terminal to 82nd Avenue
Portland International Center
to Marine Drive
Lombard Street at Terminal 4
Various locations in subarea
Rock Creek to Damascus
Willamette River to West Linn in Clackamas
County
Washington Street at Highway 213
Abernethy at Highway 213
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Construct overpass from Columbia/Lombard
intersection into South Rivergate entrance to
separate rail and vehicular traffic. Project includes
motor vehicle lanes, bike lanes, and sidewalks.
State-wide issue, project is outside Metro region
Signed bikeway connection to I-5 river crossing
Construct shared-use path
Determine feasibility of shared-use path or regional
significance
Construct six tracks and one mainline track and lead
Provide bicycle and pedestrian connection between
Mt. Hood Avenue and Marine Drive
Provide bicycle ana peaestrian connection Detween
terminal and 82nd Avenue south of Airport Way
provide bicycle and pedestrian connection Between
Alderwood Road and Mt. Hood LRT station
Extend street and construct grade separation
Consolidate two signalized driveways at Terminal 4
Construct, expana ana/or upgraae transit stations
and park-and-rides throughout subarea
Construct climbing lanes to 172nd Avenue
New SB TRUCK climbing lane at I-205 bridge (between
Willamette River and 10th Street) - PE/ROW in
financially constrained system
Grade separate southbound Highway 213 at
Washington Street and add a northbound lane to
Highway 213 from just south of Washington Street to
the I-205 on-ramp.
Intersection improvements
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2010
2025
2010
2010
2010
2010
2015
2010
2010
2010
2004-25
2010
2025
2015
2015
' includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 23 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
RTP
Number
5020
5021
5023
5024
5025
5026
5027
5033
5035
5037
5040
N 5041
Y
N
N
5045
5048
5052
Sponsor Agency
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT
ODOT/Clackamas
County
ODOT/Clackamas
County
Metro
Metro/ODOT
Various
TriMet
Milwaukie/ClackCo
Milwaukie
Milwaukie
uacK.
Co./Milwaukie
ODOT
Milwaukie
Project Name
Highway 213 Improvements
Highway 224 Extension
l-205/Highway 213 Interchange
Improvement
Sunrise Project Supplemental EIS
Sunrise Corridor Unit 2 Locational EIS
Portland Traction Co. Shared-Use Trail
I-205 South Corridor Study- EIS
Willamette River Greenway Study
McLoughlin Boulevard Rapid Bus
Lake Road Improvements
Railroad Avenue Bike/Ped Improvement
37th Avenue Bike/Ped Improvement
Linwood/Harmony/Lake Road
Improvements
McLoughlin Boulevard improvements -
Milwaukie
17th Avenue Trolley Trail Connector
Project Location
Clackamas CC to Leland Road
I-205 to Highway 212/122nd Avenue
I-205 at Highway 213
I-205 to Rock Creek
Rock Creek to US 26
Milwaukie to Gladstone
I-5 to Highway 224
Sellwood Bridge to Lake Oswego
Milwaukie TC to Oregon City TC
21st Avenue to Highway 224
37th Avenue to Linwood Road
Highway 224 to Harrison Street
Jnwood/Harmony/Lake Road intersection
Harrison Street to Kellogg Creek
Springwater Corridor to Trolley Trail
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Access management, sidewalks and capacity
improvements including (adding one lane in each
direction north of Canyon Ridge Drive in FC system)
Construct new four-lane highway and reconstruct
Highway 212/122nd Avenue interchange
Keuonsirua i-zuo suutnuounu ou-ramp to myriway
213 to provide more storage and enhance freeway
operations and safety
develop and complete the environmental process
that would determine selected alternative and
develop phasing recommendations adequate to
support future ROW acquisition
tvaiuate bunnse uornaor unit i as part or me
Damascus/Boring Concept plan
Planning, PE and construction of multi-use trail
conduct bib cornaor analysis to stuay long-term
transit and road improvements
Study feasibility of corridor
construct improvements tnat ennance Kapia BUS
service
r\euuii5>iiui;i MIBHI IU nanuw uavei iaiitii> diiu ime
lanes and add sidewalks, landscaped median, curbs,
storm drainage and left turn refuges at some
intersections
Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks
Retrofit bike lanes and sidewalks
Ada Nb ngnt turn lane, aaa bB ngnt turn iane, add
WB left turn lane and grade separate UPRR
Complete boulevard design improvements
construct siaewaiKs on pi nn Avenue to proviae trail
connection
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2015
2015
2015
2010
2010
2010
2015
2010
2015
2015
2015
2025
2015
2010
2010
* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 24 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTF Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
N
N
RTP
Number
5053
5059
5062
5066
5067
5069
5070
5071
5072
5073
5074
5076
5077
5080
5081
5082
5085
5086
Sponsor Agency
Region
Milwaukie
TriMet/Milwaukie
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Project Name
Tillamook Branch Trestle Trail Study
King Road Boulevard Improvements
Milwaukie TMA Startup
East Sunnyside Road Improvements
Jonnson Creek boulevard interchange
Improvements
Harmony Road Improvements
Otty Road Improvements
William Otty Road Extension
West Monterey Extension
Clackamas Co. Monterey Improvements
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Causey Avenue Extension
Fuller Road Improvements
Summers Lane Extension
Fuller Road Improvements
Boyer Drive Extension
82nd Avenue Multi-Modal Improvements
Clackamas RC Bike/Pedestrian
Corridors
82nd Avenue Boulevard Design
Improvements
Project Location
Milwaukie TC to Lake Oswego TC
42nd Avenue to Linwood Avenue
Milwaukie town center area
122nd Avenue to 172nd Avenue
Johnson Creek Boulevard at I-205
Sunnyside Road to Highway 224
82nd Avenue to 92nd Avenue
I-205 frontage road to Valley View Terrace
82nd Avenue to Price Fuller Road
82nd to new overcrossing of I-205
Causey - over I-205 to new east frontage road
Johnson Creek Boulevard to Otty Road
122nd Avenue to 142nd Avenue
Harmony Road to Monroe Street
82nd Avenue to Fuller Road
Clatsop Road to Monterey Avenue
Clackamas RC existing and new developments
Monterey Avenue to Sunnybrook Street
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Conduct feasibility study of east-west Multi-use trail
connection across Willamette River in conjunction
with evaluating bridge as a freight connection and
possible future commuter rail connection
Boulevard design, including wider sidewalks,
bikeway, median treatment and access management
implements a transportation management
association program with employers
vviaen to nve lanes to improve safety ana
accessibility to Damascus
Add loop ramp and NB on-ramp; realign SB off-ramp
vviaen to rive lanes to improve sarety ana
accessibility
Widen and add turn lanes
txiena wimam uity Koaa as two-iane conecior io
improve east-west connectivity
Two-lane extension to improve east-west connectivity
Widen to five lanes from 82nd to 1-205
bxtena new mree-iane crossing over i-^ ut> to improve
east-west connectivity
Widen street and add turn lanes
New mree-iane extension to proviae alternative e/w
route to Sunnyside
vviaen to tnree lanes wnn siaewaiKs ana Dike lanes;
includes disconnecting auto access to King Road
New two-lane extension
vviaen to aaa siaewaiKs, ngniing, crossings, Dike
lanes and traffic signals
Provide bike and pedestrian connections in the RC
Complete boulevard design improvements
'ain¥iaiSfcH|t»58H
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2015
2025
2015
2025
2015
2010
2025
2015
2010
2025
2010
2025
2025
2025
2015
2025
2010
* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 25 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y
N
N
N
N
N
Y
RTP
Number
5087
5089
5090
5091
5092
5093
5094
5095
5098
5099
5100
5101
5103
5106
5109
5110
5117
5126
5132
5133
Sponsor Agency
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
TriMet
TriMet
Clackamas Co.
Clack. Co./ODOT
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Oregon City
Oregon City
Oregon City
Project Name
West Sunnybrook Road Extension
Sunnyside Road Bikeway
Lawnfield Road Bikeway
Causey Avenue Bikeway
SE 90th Avenue Bikeway
SE 97th Avenue Bikeway
CRC Trail
Phillips Creek Greenway Trail
King Road Frequent Bus
Webster Road Frequent Bus
Fuller Road Pedestrian Improvements
Clackamas RC PEDESTRIAN
Improvements
Clackamas County ITS Plan
SE 82nd Drive Improvements
82nd Drive Bicycle Improvements
Jennifer Street Bicycle Improvements
Linwood Road Bike Lanes
South Amtrak Station Phase 2
Main Street Extension
Washington/Abernethy Connection
Project Location
82nd Avenue to Harmony Road
SE 82nd Avenue to I-205
SE 82nd Dr. to SE 97th Avenue
I-205 path to SE Fuller
SE Causey to SE Monterey
SE Lawnfield to SE Mather
Clackamas Regional Park to Phillips Creek
Causey Avenue to Mt. Scott Greenway
Clackamas Regional Center
Clackamas Regional Center
Harmony Road to King Road
82nd Avenue, Sunnyside, sunnybrook, Monterey
and intersecting streets
County-wide
Highway 212 to Lawnfield Road
SE Jennifer Street to Fred Meyer
SE 106th to 120th Avenue
SE Monroe Street to SE Jonnson creek
Boulevard
Oregon City Amtrak Station
Highway 99E to Main Street
Abernethy Road to Washington Street
uramante N6. U4-iu4bA, ana u
Project Description
construct inree-iane extension to proviae alternative
e/w route to Sunnyside Road
Restripe to include bike lanes
Widen to include bike lanes
Restripe to include bike lanes
Construct bike lanes
Construct bike lanes
N Clackamas shared-use path
conductreasiDiiny siuay ana construct iran (»iuu,uuu
feasibility study in FC only)
construct improvements mat ennance i-requeni BUS
service
construct improvements mat ennance i-requent BUS
service
Improve sidewalks
improve siaewaiKS, iigntmg, crossings, DUS sneners
and benches
Advanced transportation system management ana
intelligent transportation system program
Widen to five lanes to accommodate truck movement
Widen to include bike lanes
Widen to include bike lanes
Widen to include bike lanes
Improve Amtrak station
Widen to include bike lanes
construct new two lane minor arterial witn siaewaiKS
and bike lanes
flirw«<HNfeWW>B»
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2025
2015
2025
2015
2025
2025
2015
2010
2015
2015
2010
2025
2010
2025
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2015
' includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 26 of 33 7/28/2005
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
RTP
Number
5135
5136
5137
5138
5142
5143
5144
5149
5150
5152
5154
5156
5157
5161
5165
5169
5171
5172
Sponsor Agency
ODOT/ClackCo
Clackamas Co.
Oregon City
Oregon City
TriMet
Oregon City/
ODOT/TriMet
Oregon City/ODOT
Oregon City
Tri Met/Oregon City
Oregon City
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Oregon City
TriMet
Lake Oswego
Lake Oswego
Lake Oswego
TBD
M e t r o R e q i o n T r a n s p o r t a t i o n P r o j e c t L is t Amended by METRO Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Project Name
McLoughlin Boulevard improvements
Phase 1 - Oregon City
7th Street Improvements
Washington Street improvements
Washington Street Improvements
Mollala Avenue Frequent Bus
Oregon City RC PEDESTRIAN
Improvements
Oregon City RC River Access
Improvements
Oregon City Bridge Study
Oregon City TMA Startup Program
Willamette River Shared-Use Path
Beavercreek Road improvements phase
3
Beavercreek Road Improvements,
Phase 1
Mollala Avenue Streetscape
Improvements
Macadam Frequent Bus
Willamette Greenway Path
Trolley Trestle Repairs
Transit Station Relocation
Lake Oswego Trolley Study
Project Location
I-205 to 10th Street
High Street to Division Street
Abernathy to 5th Street
Abernathy to Highway 213
Oregon City to Clackamas Community College
McLoughlin, Main, Washington, 7th, 5th and
neighborhood streets
McLoughlin Boulevard
Highway 43/7th Street in Oregon City
Oregon City Regional Center
Clackamette Park and Smurfit
uacKamas community college to uroan growin
boundary
Highway 213 to Molalla Avenue
7th Street to Highway 213 (9 segments)
Lake Oswego to PCBD
Roehr Park to George Rogers Park
Lake Oswego to Portland
from 4th Avenue to location TBD
aiuuy pnasing ui IUIUIB uuney uumniuiui s«fvic«
between Lake Oswego and Portland
Project Description
Complete boulevard design improvements
Complete boulevard design improvements
Complete boulevard design improvements
Complete boulevard design improvements
construct improvements mat ennance t-requent bus
service
improve siaewaiKs, ngnting, crossings, ous sneiters
and benches
improve peaestnari access to me vvniametie Kiver
from downtown Oregon City
Evaluate long-term capacity of Oregon City bridge
implements a transportation management
association program with employers
Construct shared-use path
Widen to 4 lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes
lanes, improve access management, and provide
sidewalks and bike lanes to connect multi-family and
commercial/ employment areas
sidewalks, sidewalk infill, ADA accessibility, bike
lanes, reconfigure travel lanes, add bus stop
amenities, streetscape
construct improvements mat ennance hrequem bus
service
shared-use path
Repair trestles along rail line
Relocate transit station
between Lake Oswego and Portland
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2015
2025
2015
2025
2015
2025
2025
2025
2025
2015
2025
2015
2004-25
2015
2015
2010
2025
2010
* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
'* Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 27 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
Y
N
Y
N
Y
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
N
Y
N
N
Y
Y
Y
RTP
Number
5199
5204
5207
5209
5211
6000
6004
6011
6015
6016
6018
6019
6020
6025
6026
6029
6034
6035
6040
Sponsor Agency
ODOT
Clackamas Co.
Clack. Co./Happy
Valley/NCPRD
Clackamas Co.
Happy Valley
WashCo/TriMet
ODOT
ODOT/Tigard
Tigard/WashCo
Tigard/WashCo
Washington Co.
Washington Co.
Tualatin Hills PRD
Washington Co.
TriMet/WashCo
TriMet
Tigard
Tigard
Tigard
Project Name
I-205 Auxiliary Lanes
Stafford Road
Mt. Scott Creek Trail
122nd/129th Improvements
Scott Creek Lane Pedestrian
Improvements
Beaverton-Wilsonville Commuter Rail
I-5/99W Connector Corridor Study
Hignway 217 Overcrossing - Cascade
Plaza
Greenburg Road Improvements, North
Greenburg Road Improvements, South
Scholls Ferry/Allen Intersection
Improvement
Oak Street Improvements
Beaverton Powerline Shared-Use Trail
Scholls Ferry Road TSM Improvements
Washington Square Regional Center
TMA Startup Program
Hall/Kruse Frequent Bus
Walnut Street Improvements, Phase 3
Gaarde Street Improvements
72nd Avenue Improvements
Project Location
I-5 to Stafford Road
Stafford Road/Rosemont intersection
Sunnyside Road to Mt. Talbert
Sunnyside Road to King Road
SE 129th Avenue to Mountain Gate Road
Wilsonville to Beaverton
I-5 to 99W
Nimbus to Locust
Hall Boulevard to Washington Square Road
Shady Lane to North Dakota
Scholls Ferry Road/Allen Boulevard intersection
Hall Boulevard to 80th Avenue
Scholls Ferry Road to Tualatin River Greenway
Highway 217 to 125th Avenue
Washington Square Regional Center
Tigard-Lake Oswego-Kruse Way
135th Avenue to 121st Avenue
110th Avenue to Walnut Street
99W to Hunziker Road
urginance NO. w-'uwbA. ana u
Project Description
Aaa auxiliary lanes as pan or pavement preservation
project
Realign intersection, add signal and right turn lanes
r-easiDiiity stuuy anu uonsimcuun oi unueraossing oi
Sunnyside Road to Mt. Talbert (feasibility study of
$100,000 in FConly)
Widen to three lanes, smooth curves
Construct pedestrian path and bridge crossing
Keax-nour service oniy wun ju-mmuie frequency in
existing rail corridor
conauct stuay ana complete environmental design
work for I-5 to 99W Connector. (See Project 6141)
provide a new connection tram IMIITIDUS to
Washington Square south of Scholls Ferry Road
Widen to five lanes with bikeways and sidewalks
Widen to five lanes with bikeways and sidewalks
Realign intersection
Signal improvement, bikeway and sidewalks
Plan, design and construct multi-use path
implement appropriate l i ivi suaiyyies sucn as siynai
interconnects, signal re-timing and channelization to
improve traffic flows
implements a transportation management
association program with employers
construct improvements mat ennance i-requent BUS
service
Widen to three lanes with bikeways and sidewalks
Widen to three lanes with bikeways and sidewalks
Widen to five lanes
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2010
2010
2025
2025
2010
2010
2010
2025
2010
2010
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2015
2015
2010
2010
• includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represenl change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 28 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
Y
Y
N
N
N
Y
RTP
Number Sponsor Agency
6041 Tigard
6042
6045
6056
6057
6064
6065
Y 6066
N
Y
Y
Y
6070
6071
6073
6076
Tigard
Tigard
ODOT
Tigard
TriMet
Tualatin
ODOT/Tualatin
ODOT/WashCo
Washington Co.
Tualatin
Tualatin
WashCo/Tualatin/
N 6079 ODOT
N
N
N
Y
Y
Y
6080
6081
6083
6086
6088
6090
Tualatin/Durham
WashCo/Tualatin
TriMet A/VashCo
Wilsonville
Wilson./WashCo
Wilsonville
Project Name
72nd Avenue Improvements
72nd Avenue Improvements
Dartmouth Street Improvements
Highway 99W/Hall Boulevard
Intersection Improvements
Washington Squre Regional Center
Greenbelt Shared Use Path
Hall Boulevard Frequent Bus
Herman Road Improvements
I-5 interchange improvement - Nyberg
Road
Lower Boones Ferry
Tualatin-Sherwood Road Improvements
124th Avenue Improvements
Myslony/112th Connection
Tualatin TC Pedestrian Improvements
Tualatin River Pedestrian Bridge
Nyberg Road Pedestrian and bike
Improvements
Tualatin Town Center TMA Startup
Kinsman Road Extension
Elligsen Road Improvements
Boeckman Road Extension - West
Project Location
Hunziker Road to Bonita Road
Bonita Road to Durham Road
72nd Avenue to 68th Avenue
99W/Hall Boulevard
Hall Boulevard to Highway 217
Tualatin-Hall-TV Highway
Tualatin Road to Cipole Road
Nyberg Road/l-5 interchange.
Boones to Bridgeport
99W to Teton Avenue
Myslony Street to Tualatin-Sherwood Road
Myslony to Tualatin-Sherwood Rd. @ Avery
Nyberg, Boones Ferry, Tualatin, Tualatin-
Sherwood, Sagert and neighborhood streets
Durham City Park to Tualatin Community Park
65th Avenue to I-5
Tualatin Town Center
Kinsman Road to Boeckman Road
Canyon Creek to Parkway Center
Boeckman Road to Tooze Road
Urdlnance No. U4-1U4bA, aha III
Project Description
Widen to five lanes
Widen to five lanes with bikeways and sidewalks
Widen to four lanes with turn lanes
Add turn signals and modify signal
Complete shared-use path construction
construct improvements mat ennance Kequem bus
service
wiaen to mree lanes including DiKe lanes and
sidewalks
Widen Nyberg Road/l-5 interchange
Sidewalk, bikeway, interconnect signals
wiaen to rive lanes witn DiKe lanes ana siaewaiKs;
intertie signals at Oregon and Cipole streets
construct new J lane artenai witn DiKeways ana
sidewalks
Extend 3 lane road with sidewalks and bike lanes
improve siaewaiKS, ngming, crossings, DUS sneners
and benches
oonstruct canmeverea peaesinan/uiKe pain on
railroad trestle across Tualatin River to Tualatin town
center
Complete sidewalks and bike facilities
implements a transportation management
association program with employers
Two-lane extension
Improve Elligsen Road to 5 lanes
Extend 3 lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2015
2015
2015
2015
2015
2015
2010
2010
2010
2015
2015
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2015
2015
' includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 29 of 33 7/28/2005
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
N
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
N
Y
Y
N
Y
RTP
Number
6093
6105
6109
6119
6121
6122
6127
6129
6130
6131
6135
6138
6141
6142
7000
7001
Sponsor Agency
Wilsonville
Wilsonville
Washington Co.
Washington
Co./Beaverton
Beaverton/WashCo
/Tigard
Beaverton
Lake Oswego
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Lake Oswego
Clackamas Co.
ODOT/Wilsonville
ODOT/WashCo
Durham
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
M e t r o R e g i o n T r a n s p o r t a t i o n P r o j e c t L i s t Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Project Name
Barber Street Extension
Town center LOOP bike ana Pedestrian
Improvements
Beef Bend/175th Avenue Realignment
Teal Boulevard Extension
Murray Boulevard Extension
Davies Road Connection
Boones Ferry Road Improvements -
Bangy Road Intersection Improvements
Bangy Road Intersection Improvements
Willamette River Greenway
Boones Ferry Road Bike Lanes
Wilsonville Road/I-5 intercnange
Improvements (Phase 1 and 2)
I-5/99W Connector: Phase 1 Arterial
Upper Boones Ferry Road Improvement
172nd Avenue Improvements
Sunnyside Road Improvements
Project Location
Barber Street at Kinsman Road
Parkway to Wilsonville Road
Beef Bend at 175th Avenue
Barrows Road to Scholls Ferry Road
Scholls Ferry Road to Barrows Road at Walnut
Street
Scholls Ferry Road to Barrows Road
Kruse Way to Washington Court
Bangy Road/Bonita Road intersection
Bangy Road/Meadows Road intersection
Roehr Park to Tryon Creek
Kruse Way to Multnomah County line
Town Center Loop to Boones Ferry Road ramps
I-5 to 99W
Durham Road to Tualatin River
Foster Road to Highway 212
172nd Avenue to Highway 212
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Extend Barber Street as 3 lanes to 110th
Retrofit street to add bike lanes and sidewalks
Realign intersection to eliminate offset or been Bend
road with 175th Avenue
Construct 2-lane extension with sidewalks and bike
lanes to town center loop and Barrows Road
Construct 2-lane roadway and bridge, additional turn
lanes at intersections, bike lanes, and sidewalks
Three lane connection with bikeways and sidewalks
Widen to five lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes;
Boones Ferry Corridor Stugy completed in 2000 with
Lake Grove Town Center study work continuing in
2003/04 funded by City. Project will be broken into
three phases; upper, middle and lower.
Add traffic signal and turn lanes
Add traffic signal and turn lanes
shared-use path
Construct bike lanes
uonsrruci ramp improvements ^ t ana K U W omy in
financially constrained system)
MuquiiB nyiii-ui-way anu uuiisuuu new diiunai uabeu
on recommendations from I-5/99W Arterial
connection study that protects through traffic
movements between these highways.
Widen to 3 lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes
Widen to five lanes
wiaen to tive lanes in preierrea/o lanes m strategic
and constrained
aiiUKMNfeMWWW
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating"
2015
2015
2025
2010
2010
2015
2015
2015
2015
2015
2010
2010
2015
2010
2025
2015
includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
' Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 30 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
Y
N
N
N
Y
N
Y
Y
Y
Y
N
N
N
Y
RTP
Number
7006
7007
7009
7010
7011
7019
7022
7034
7035
7036
7037
7038
7039
7040
7041
Sponsor Agency
Portland
Portland/Gresham
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
Clackamas Co.
TriMet
Gresham/Mult. Co
Gresham/Mult. Co
Gresham/Mult. Co
Gresham/Mult. Co
Gresham/Mult. Co
Gresham/Mult. Co
Gresham/Mult. Co
Gresham/Mult. Co
Project Name
SE Foster Improvements
SE 174th North/South Improvements
SE 145th/147th Bike Lanes
SE 162nd Avenue Bike Lanes
SE Monner Bike Lanes
242nd Avenue Improvements
Sunnyside Road Frequent bus
Foster Road Extension
Giese Road Extension
190th Avenue Improvements
172nd Avenue Improvements
172nd Avenue Improvements
Giese Road Improvements
Giese Road improvements
Foster Road bridge
Project Location
SE 122nd Avenue to Jenne Road
SE Foster to Powell Boulevard
SE Clatsop to SE Monner
SE Monner to SE Sunnyside
SE 147th to 162nd Avenue
Vlultnomah County line to Highway 212
Clackamas TC to Damascus TC
Giese Road to Foster Road
3utler Road to city limits
Giese Road to Butler Road
Bulter Road to Cheldelin Road
172nd Avenue to 182nd Avenue
182nd Avenue to 190th Avenue
Foster Road
Urdlnarite N6. U4-1U4bA, flftfl U
Project Description
SE Barbara Welch Road. Widen and determine the
appropriate cross section of Foster Road from SE
Barbara Welch Road to Jenne Road by completing
Phase 2 of the Powell Boulevard/Foster Road
Corridor Study in order to meet roadway, transit,
pedestrian and bike needs
Boulevard/Foster Road Corridor Study (#1228),
construct a new north-south capacity improvement
project in the vicinity of SE 174th Avenue/Jenne
Road between SE Powell Boulevard and Giese Road
in Pleasant Valley. This replaces former project 7007
which widened Jenne Road to three lanes from
Powell Boulevard to Foster Road
Widen to construct bike lanes
Widen to construct bike lanes
Widen to construct bike lanes
Reconstruct and widen to three lanes
Construct improvements that enhance Frequent bus s
New north extension of Foster Road
New extension of Giese Road to Foster Road
Widen to five lanes with sidewalks and bike lanes
upgraae sireei to uroan sranaaras wim siaewaiks
and bike lanes
upgrade street to uroan standards witn siaewaiKs
and bike lanes
upgrade street to uroan standards wun siaewaiKs
and bike lanes
upgrade street to urban standards witn sidewaiKs
and bike lanes
Construct bridge crossing
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating**
2015
2015
2015
2025
2025
2025
2015
2015
2025
2025
2025
2025
2025
2025
2025
* includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
r
* Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 31 of 33 7/28/2005
Metro Region Transportation Project List 2004 RTP Project list asAmended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
Y
Y
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
RTP
Number
7042
7043
8000
8001
8002
8003
8004
8005
8007
8025
8028
8032
8035
8038
8042
8043
8046
8049
Sponsor Agency
Gresham/Mult. Co
Gresham/Mult. Co
Metro
Metro
Metro
Metro
TriMet
Metro
ODOT
TriMet/SMART
TriMet
TriMet/SMART
TriMet/SMART
TriMet
SMART
TriMet/SMART
TriMet/SMART
TriMet
Project Name
Giese Road Extension bridge
Butler Road Bridge
Bicycle Travel Demand Forecasting
Model
Bike Safety, Educ. & Encouragement
Pilot Project
Expand "Bike Central" Program
LRI STATION Area "Free Bike" Pilot
Project
LRT and Transit Station Bike Parking
Regional TOD Projects
Pedestrian/Bicycle improvements to
ODOT Preservation/Maintenance
Projects
Transit Center Upgrades
Vehicle Purchases
Bus Operating Facilities
Frequent/Rapid Bus Improvements
Tri-Met Park and Ride Lots
SMART Park and Ride Lots
Bus Stop Improvements
Bus Priority Treatments
Priority Pedestrian Access to Transit
Improvements
Project Location
Giese Road
Bulter Road
Region-wide
Region-wide
Selected Regional Centers and Town Centers
LRT Station Areas throughout the region
Selected LRT Station Areas and transit centers
Region-wide
Various locations in region
Region-wide
1.5% per year expansion
Region-wide
Baseline Network
Baseline Network
SMART district
Region-wide
Region-wide
Region-wide
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Construct bridge crossing
Construct bridge crossing
Develop regional bicycle travel demand forecasting
model
Encourage bicyclist, pedestrian and motorist safety
Provide shower, locker and storage facilities for bike
commuters
Administer free bike program in station areas
Administer and maintain bicycle lockers
nexicie runaing program to leverage iransii-onentea
development
implement uicycie anu peaestnan eririanuemerus as
part of preservation and maintenance projects on
ODOT facilities
New or improvea transit centers at various locations
in the region
Vehicle purchases to provide for expanded service
Bus operating facilities
I ransit stations, improvea passenger amenities, DUS
priority and reliability improvements
KarK-ana-riae laciimes to serve DUS ana ngm ran
stops and stations
parx-ana-nae racmties to serve DUS ana commuter
rail station
Bus stop improvements region-wide
Bus Priority Treatments
OOllSiruci improvements Uiai ennaMue puuesinan
access to transit - sidewalks, crosswalks, ADA
improvements
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating**
2025
2025
2010
2010
2015
2025
2015
2004-25
2004-25
2004-25
2004-25
2004-25
2025
2004-25
2004-25
2004-25
2025
2004-25
includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
* Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 32 of 33 7/28/2005
Travel Forecast
Model Input?
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
N
RTP
Number
8050
8052
8053
8054
8055
8056
8057
8058
Sponsor Agency
Metro/SMART
Metro/TriMet
Metro/TriMet
Metro/DEQ
Metro/TriMet
Metro/TriMet
TriMet
TriMet
Metro Reqio
Project Name
SMART TDM Program
Regional Travel Options TDM Program
Region 2040 Initiatives
ECO Clearinghouse
Transportation Management
Associations Innovative Programs
Future Transportation Management
Associations Start-Up and Sustainability
LIFT Vehicle Purchases
Ride Connection Vehicle Purchases
n Transportation Proiec
Project Location
SMART district
Financially Constrained
Region-wide
Region-wide
Region-wide
Region-wide
Region-wide
Region-wide
2004 RTP Project list as
t List Amended by Metro Resolution No. 03-3380A,
Ordinance No. 04-1045A, and O
Project Description
Kegionai employer outreach, transit marketing,
vanpool and carpool, station cars and car sharing
programs
Kegionai employer outreach, transit marketing,
vanpool and carpool, station cars and car sharing
programs
implementation OT innovative transportation solutions
in locations with high regional significance
continue provision or ECO information clearinghouse
services
implementation OT innovative transportation solutions
in locations with high regional significance
Future implementation and sustainability of TMA's
with employers
4 percent per year expansion
Purchase five vehicles per year
ainSEBHNftitWWtt
Quality Analysis
Year Project
Operating**
2004-25
2004-25
2004-25
2004-25
2004-25
2004-25
2010
2010
' includes all 2004 RTP financially constrained system, all 2006-09 MTIP and locally funded projects.
" Dates in bold represent change from 2004 RTP/MTIP conformity analysis. Page 33 of 33 7/28/2005
Appendix 2
Federal Transportation
Planning Factors
Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century
Planning Factors and the 2004-07 MTIP
The Transportation Efficiency Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) requires MPO's to
describe how their activities address seven planning factors identified in the plan. The
MTIP is one of the MPO activities that need to describe how those factors are addressed.
The TEA-21 planning factors are:
• Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling
global competitiveness, productivity and efficiency;
• Increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized and
non-motorized users;
• Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for freight;
• Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation and improve
quality of life;
• Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and
between modes, for people and freight;
• Promote efficient management and operations; and
• Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.
Following is a description of the how this MTIP addresses the TEA-21 planning factors.
1. Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by
enabling global competitiveness, productivity and efficiency.
All Transportation Priorities projects evaluated on their impact on economic
development and promotion of "primary" land use elements of the 2040
growth concept development such as centers, industrial areas and inter-modal
facilities.
• Special category for freight improvements calls out the unique importance for
these projects.
• All freight projects evaluated on their impact on industrial jobs and businesses
in the "traded sector."
2. Increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized
and non-motorized users.
All Transportation Priorities projects ranked according to specific safety
criteria.
• Road modernization and reconstruction projects are scored according to
relative accident incidence.
• All Transportation Priorities projects must be consistent with regional street
design guidelines that provide safe designs for all modes of travel.
3. Increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for
freight.
• Measurable increases in accessibility to priority land use elements of the
2040-growth concept is a criterion for all Transportation Priorities projects.
The Transportation Priorities program places a heavy emphasis on non-auto
modes in an effort to improve multi-modal accessibility in the region.
4. Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation and
improve quality of life.
The MTIP conforms to the Clean Air Act.
• The MTIP focuses on allocating funds for clean air (CMAQ), livability
(Transportation Enhancement) and multi- and alternative - modes (STIP).
Bridge projects in lieu of culverts have been funded through the MTIP to
enhance endangered salmon and steelhead passage.
"Green Street" demonstration projects funded to employ new practices for
mitigating the effects of storm water runoff.
• All road projects scored on their commitment to planting street tree species
that are high performers for storm water interception and summer energy
conservation.
5. Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across
and between modes, for people and freight.
• Projects funded through the Transportation Priorities process must be
consistent with regional street design guidelines that integrate minimum
acceptable facilities for all modes of travel.
The Transportation Priorities process funds categories of projects such as
Boulevards and Pedestrian improvements that integrate multi-modal facilities
in the public right-of-way where they do not exist or are substandard.
Freight improvements are evaluated according to potential conflicts with other
modes and their impact on connecting industrial areas with the regional
freight network and inter-modal facilities.
6. Promote efficient management and operations.
Transportation Priorities projects are scored according to relative cost
effectiveness (measured as a factor of total project cost compared to
measurable project benefits).
• TDM projects are solicited in a special category to promote improvements or
programs that reduce SOV pressure on congested corridors.
• TSM/ITS projects are funded through the MTIP.
7. Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.
• Reconstruction projects that provide long-term maintenance are identified as a
funding priority.
• ODOT has prioritized funding of preservation and efficient operation of the
existing transportation system, minimizing capacity investment to minimum
allowed by state law.
Appendix 3
Transportation Priorities 2006-09
Application and Project
Selection Criteria
Excerpts from:
Transportation
Priorities 2006-09
Program
"Investing in the 2040
Growth Concept"
Project
Solicitation
Packet
April 9, 2004
METRO
PEOPLE PLACES
OPEN SPACES
METRO
Transportation Priorities 2006-2009 Program
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Introduction
Summary of
Transportation
Spending
A summary of the Transportation Priorities 2006-09 program and
application materials for regional flexible funds for the years 2008 and
2009 is included in this solicitation packet. Electronic copies of this packet
are also available on Metro's website at www.metro-region.org/
The Transportation Priorities program is the regional process to identify
which transportation projects and programs will receive these regional
flexible funds. Metro anticipates allocating approximately $57.75 million of
Surface Transportation Program (STP) and Congestion Mitigation / Air
Quality (CMAQ) grant funds.
Applications are due to Ted Leybold by 5:00 pm on Wednesday,
June 30th, 2004.
Approximately $630 million is spent on transportation in the Metro region
each year. This includes spending on maintenance and operation of the
existing road and transit system, construction of new facilities to meet
growing demand for additional capacity and service and programs to
manage or reduce demand for new facilities. The following figure
demonstrates how transportation funds are spent in this region.
Annual Regional Transportation Spending
$630 million
Capital
Projects
25% .
Regional Flex
Funds
4%
^txtfMB—-— Road,
Highway,
Bridge
Maintenance
36%
Transit
Operations
35%
These funds have been supplemented by one-time revenues from the
Oregon Transportation Investment Acts that will provide $192 in highway
and bridge funds, $22 million in road capacity funds and an as yet to be
defined portion of $500 million statewide for highway, road and bridge
projects.
Regional flexible funds represent $29 million of the annual spending, or
approximately 4 percent of the total amount of money spent on
transportation in this region. These funds receive a relatively high degree
of attention and scrutiny, because unlike most sources of transportation
revenue that are limited to specific purposes, regional flexible funds may
be spent on a wide variety of transportation projects or programs.
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Policy Guidance ' n July 2003, the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation
(JPACT) and the Metro Council adopted new policy direction for the
allocation of regional flexible funds. This policy was updated in March
2004 by Metro Resolution 04-3431 in preparation for the 2006-09
allocation process. In determining the new program policy, JPACT and
the Metro Council reviewed the percentage of total regional spending that
these funds represent, the wide range of transportation projects eligible to
use these funds and the 2040 policies to link transportation investments
to land use and economic goals.
The primary policy objective for the Transportation Priorities 2006-09
program is to leverage economic development in priority 2040 land-use
areas through investments that support:
2040 Tier I and II mixed-use areas (central city, regional centers, town
centers, main streets and station communities)
2040 Tier I and II industrial areas (regionally significant industrial areas
and industrial areas), and
2040 Tier I and II mixed-use and industrial areas within UGB expansion
areas with completed concept plans
Other policy objectives include:
emphasize modes that do not have other sources of revenue
complete gaps in modal systems
develop a multi-modal transportation system with a strong emphasis
on funding bicycle, boulevard, freight, green street demonstration,
pedestrian, regional transportation options, transit oriented
development and transit projects and programs
meet the average annual requirements of the State Implementation
Plan for air quality for the provision of pedestrian and bicycle facilities
The Transportation Priorities 2006-09 program will address this policy
guidance in two ways. First, the program provides a financial incentive to
nominate projects that leverage economic development in priority 2040
land-use areas. Projects that meet this threshold will be eligible for up to a
full regional match of 89.73 percent. Other transportation projects that
may have systemic transportation merit but do not meet the priority 2040
land-use threshold will only be eligible for up to 70 percent regional match
(see page 11 for further explanation of regional match eligibility).
The second means by which the program will address the policy guidance
is through the technical evaluation and ranking criteria. Forty points out of
the possible 100 points technical evaluation score is dedicated to
evaluation of the development of the land uses served by the candidate
transportation project or program.
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Transportation
Priorities 2006-09
program and regional
flexible funding
The amount of regional flexible funds available to be allocated is
determined through the Congressional authorization and appropriation
process. Funds are estimated to be available based on an authorization
bill, currently named the Transportation Efficiency Act for the 21st Century
(or TEA-21), which grants spending authority for a six-year period. This
authorization bill has been temporarily extended pending further action on
a new authorization bill.
Regional flexible funds are derived from two components of federal
transportation authorization and appropriations process; the Surface
Transportation Program (STP) and the Congestion Management / Air
Quality (CMAQ) program. Approximately $57.75 million dollars is
expected to be available to the Portland metropolitan region from these
two grant programs during the years 2008 and 2009. Of this amount, $16
million has been previously committed to development of light rail in the I-
205 corridor, the Beaverton-Wilsonville commuter rail project and
development of the South Waterfront area in Portland. The Transportation
Priorities program is the regional process to review this previous
commitment and to identify which transportation projects and programs
will receive the remaining $41.75 million available.
Adjustments to the previous allocation of these funds for the years 2006
and 2007 will also be made as necessitated by delays in project
readiness or special appropriations affecting those years.
Type of funding
available
As mentioned, regional flexible funds come from two sources; Surface
Transportation Program (STP) and Congestion Mitigation / Air Quality
(CMAQ) funding programs. Each program's funding comes with unique
restrictions.
Surface Transportation Program funds may be used for virtually any
transportation project or program except for construction of local streets.
STP grant funds represent approximately $35.25 million of the
approximately $57.75 million available.
Congestion Mitigation / Air Quality program funds cannot be used for
construction of new lanes for automobile travel. Additionally, projects that
use these funds must demonstrate that some improvement of air quality
will result from building or operating the project or program. CMAQ grant
funds represent approximately $22.5 million of the approximately $57.75
million available.
As in previous allocations, the region expects to select a variety of
projects so that funding conditions may be met by assigning projects to
appropriate funding sources after the selection of candidate projects.
Applicants do not need to identify from which program they wish to
receive funding.
Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program
Project Solicitation Packet April 9, 2004
Eligible applicants
and project cost limits
Project applications may be submitted on behalf of eligible sponsors by:
Metro, Tri-Met, SMART, Oregon DEQ, ODOT, Washington County and its
cities, Clackamas County and its cities, Multnomah County and its
eastern county cities, City of Portland, Port of Portland, and Parks and
Recreation Districts.
Washington County and its cities, Clackamas County and its cities,
Multnomah County and its eastern cities, and the City of Portland will be
assigned a target for the maximum amount of project costs that may be
submitted for funding consideration. These jurisdictions shall work
through their transportation coordinating committees to determine which
projects will be submitted based on the target amount. To ensure a range
of projects eligible for CMAQ funding from across the region, local
transportation coordinating committees may only submit road capacity,
reconstruction and bridge projects that total in project cost no more than
60% of their target maximum cost for all project submissions.
Table 1. Local Agency Application Cost Maximums
Coordinating
Committee ,
City and Port of
Portland
Clackamas
County and its
cities
East
Multnomah
County and its
cities
Washington
County and its
cities
Percent of
Metro
Population
(year 2002)
39.6%
18.1%
9.6%
32.7%
Total Cost
Maximum for
All
Applications
($ millions)
$33.1
$15.1
$8.0
$27.3
Total Cost
Maximum for
Road Capacity,
Reconstruction
and Bridge
Applications
(60% of total)
$19.8
$9.1
$4.8
$16.4
Percent of Metro population * $41.75 m * 2
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Eligible projects ^ ° D e eligible for regional flexible funds, projects must be a part of the
2004 Regional Transportation Plan's financially constrained system. To
make a project not currently on the financially constrained list eligible for
allocation of regional funds during this allocation process, JPACT and the
Metro Council would need to approve a proposed amendment to the
financially constrained project list.
To be eligible for consideration for regional flexible funding in this
allocation process, JPACT and the Metro Council may consider awarding
funding to a project and amending the financially constrained system
under the following general condition:
• A jurisdiction may petition JPACT and the Metro Council to
exchange a project that is currently in a publicly adopted plan for
a project(s) currently in the RTP financially constrained network
of similar cost (+ or - 10%). The project must be determined
"exempt" from air quality impacts.
For further information regarding the RTP financially constrained network
project list or the determination of air quality impact exempt status, please
contact Ted Leybold at 503-797-1759.
Application for freeway interchange projects and preliminary engineering
of projects for addition of new freeway lanes are eligible. Projects to
acquire right-of-way or to construct new freeway capacity are not eligible.
Application for funding of regional transportation related programs such
as planning, regional transportation options and transit-oriented
development are eligible.
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Preliminary screening 1- Project design must be consistent with regional street design
criteria guidelines for its designated design classification. Vehicle facility
design classifications may be found in Chapter 1 of the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP). Regional street design guidelines may be
found in Metro's Creating Livable Streets handbook. Green street
design alternatives consistent with the design guidelines of the
Creating Livable Streets handbook may be found in Metro's Green
Streets: Innovative Solutions for Stormwater and Stream Crossings
handbook. If you have any questions regarding classification of a
candidate facility, contact Tom Kloster at 503-797-1832.
2. Project design must be consistent with regional functional
classification system described in the 2000 RTP. Chapter 1 of the
RTP contains maps designating the motor vehicle, transit, freight,
pedestrian, and bike systems. Projects that are proposed on facilities
identified on these systems maps must be consistent with the
associated system functions.
3. Candidate projects must be included in the Financially Constrained
system of the 2004 RTP or otherwise eligible for consideration to
amendment of the Financially Constrained system, consistent with
the process described in the above section "Eligible Projects."
4. The total cost of submitted projects must be consistent with
established cost targets for each coordinating committee: Clackamas
County and cities, East Multnomah County and cities, City and Port
of Portland, Washington County and cities.
5. The applicant jurisdiction is in compliance with the Metro functional
plan or has received an extension to complete compliance planning
activities. If the applicant jurisdiction is not in compliance or has not
received an extension, it must provide documentation of good faith
effort in making progress toward accomplishment of its compliance
work program. The work program documentation must be approved
by the governing body of the applicant jurisdiction at a meeting open
to the public and submitted to Metro prior to the release of the draft
technical evaluation of project applications by Metro staff.
6. Statement that the project is deliverable within the funding time
frame and brief summary of anticipated project development
schedule.
7. Projects of any amount, up to jurisdictional cost targets, may be
submitted. Projects costing less than $200,000 are not encouraged
because administrative costs of bringing a project to bid would be
relatively high. Refinement of project definition or scope may be
encouraged during the preliminary stage for small projects.
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Public involvement Projects must meet Metro's requirements for public involvement. Projects
must be identified in a plan that meets the standards identified in the
Metro' Local Public Involvement Checklist (see page 33 of this packet).
Furthermore, any public agency nominating a project must have its
governing body identify that project(s) or program, in a meeting open to
the public, as their priority for application of regional flexible funds.
Documentation of such action must be received by Metro staff prior to the
release of a technical evaluation of the project(s). Adopting a resolution
stating the intentions of the governing body with regard to project priority
for regional flexible funds is an example of a process that would satisfy
this requirement.
Technical ranking
methodology
Information about how projects within each mode will be ranked and other
special instruction follow in the sections below. Consultant services may
be retained to review candidate project applications for accuracy of
scope, schedule and budget to ensure projects can be delivered as
described in the application and are ranked fairly against other projects
within the same mode ranking category. Metro staff will calculate a draft
technical score for each project based on the information provided in the
application and performance of the project relative to the technical criteria
and the other candidate projects within the same mode category.
Project selection
process
The draft technical score and other qualitative considerations will be
summarized within each modal category and presented to TPAC for
review. Metro staff and TPAC will then make a recommendation to narrow
the projects for further consideration to JPACT and the Metro Council.
Metro staff and TPAC may not recommend further consideration of a
project within a particular mode category that has a technical score of 10
or more fewer points than another project not recommended for further
consideration.
JPACT and the Metro Council will recommend projects for further
consideration and public comment, narrowing the candidate projects to
approximately 150 percent of available funding. Further environmental
information of remaining candidate projects may be required at that time.
After the public comment phase has concluded, JPACT and the Metro
Council may adopt further policy direction to technical staff regarding how
to develop a technical recommendation on a final list of projects and
programs for JPACT/Metro Council consideration. A final
recommendation by Metro staff and TPAC and selection of projects by
JPACT and Metro Council within available funding revenues will then be
made.
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Regional Match Eligibility
Summary
Figure 2. Regional
Determination
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Road, transit and freight projects
would be eligible for full regional
match of 89.73% under project
conditions 1 and 2 above.
Bridge, Pedestrian and TOD
projects would be eligible for full
regional match of 89.73% under
project condition 1 above.
Planning and bicycle projects
would be eligible for full regional
match of 89.73% under project
conditions 1, 2 and 3.
Other projects in these
categories would be eligible for
up to 70% regional match.
Projects will be determined eligible for different levels of regional
match depending on whether they directly and significantly benefit a
2040 primary or secondary land use (central city, regional or town
center, main street, station community or industrial area/inter-modal
facility). Projects that are determined to have a direct and significant
benefit to these areas will be eligible for up to 89.73 percent regional
match on the project. Other projects will be eligible for up to a 70
percent regional match. This determination will be based on the
guidelines outlined below within each project category. Metro staff
will make a preliminary determination on match level based on an
early summary of the project that addresses these project
definitions. JPACT and the Metro Council make the final
determination on match eligibility.
Road Capacity, Road Reconstruction, and Transit projects:
The following projects will be eligible for up to an 89.73 percent regional
match:
projects located in a Tier I or II 2040 land-use area (other than
corridors),
projects fully within one mile of a Tier I 2040 land-use area or town
center if the facility directly serves that land-use area.
All other projects will be eligible for up to a 70 percent regional match.
Freight projects:
The following projects will be eligible for up to an 89.73 percent regional
match:
projects located in an industrial area,
projects fully within one mile of an industrial area or inter-modal
facility1 if the project facility directly serves the industrial area or inter-
modal facility.
All other projects will be eligible for up to a 70 percent regional match.
Bridge, Pedestrian, TOD and Green Street demonstration projects:
The following projects will be eligible for up to an 89.73 percent regional
match:
projects located in a Tier I or II 2040 land-use area.
All other projects will be eligible for up to a 70 percent regional match.
RTO:
See RTO technical evaluation sheet.
Planning and Bicycle projects
All planning and bicycle projects will be eligible for up to an 89.73% regional
match.
1
 An inter-modal facility is a facility, terminal or rail yard as defined in the Regional
Transportation Plan Figure 1.17.
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Bicycle Technical Evaluation Criteria
GOAL: Maximize Ridership (Usage) (25 points)
What is the project's potential ridership based on travel shed, existing socio-economic data and existing
travel behavior survey data consistent with 2020 modal targets?
Numerical change between existing year riders and forecast year riders (10 points)
To improve the accuracy of the numerical change measure, it is recommended that project submittals
include "before" bike counts in order to calibrate actual existing year riders and estimated existing year
riders in the Metro bicycle travel demand model.
Points
10 High
7 Medium
3 Low
Total forecast year population and employment within one-half mile of the project (5 points)
Points
5 High
3 Medium
1 Low
System connectivity (project completes a gap in the Regional Bikeway System) (10 points)
Points
10 High (for greater than 67 percent of bike trips to and within centers)
7 Medium (for 34 to 66 percent of bike trips to and within centers)
3 Low (for 0 to 33 percent of bike trips to and within centers)
GOAL: Safety (20 points)
Does the project address an existing deterrent to bicycling?
Target roadway a deterrent to bicycling (15 points)
The staff resource to be used for this measure is the 2002 Metro "Bike There!" Map. The map rates
roadways where bicyclists currently share the travel lane with motorists. The map uses a suitability rating
to describe low, moderate and high motorized traffic volumes, based on fieldwork and existing traffic
counts in the region.
Points
15 High auto speed and volume (daily traffic volumes greater than 10,000 and speeds greater
than 35 miles per hour)
8 Moderate auto speed and volume (daily traffic volumes of 3,000 to 10,000 and speeds of 25
to 35 miles per hour)
3 Low auto speed and volume (daily traffic volumes of less than 3,000 and speeds of less
than 25 miles per hour)
Other safety factors: Multi-Use Path
Points
5 Yes
0 No
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Bicycle Technica[ Eva[uation Criteria (continued)
GOAL: Address 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points)
Regional Bikeway System Hierarchy from RTP (10 points)
Points
10 Regional access function
7 Regional corridor function
3 Bikeway connector function
Region 2040 Land Use Designation (10 points)
Points
10 Central city, regional and town centers, main streets, industrial areas
7 Corridors and employment areas
3 Inner and outer neighborhoods
Economic and Community Development (20 points) See Attachment C
GOAL: Cost Effectiveness (15 points)
Total project cost divided by ridership usage points
Points
15 Low cost
8 Medium cost
0 High cost
Special notes and instructions for bike projects: • , •
1;. Provide specific alignment information for trie entire project to facilitate ridership calculation.
! 2'. •Direct anyjjuestiqris to Bil[Barber at (503) 797-1758 or barberb@rnetro.dsl.or.us.
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Boulevard Technical Evaluation Criteria
GOAL: Reduce motor vehicle speeds (10 points)
Implement design elements that will help to reduce automobile speeds1 along boulevard segments, with a
goal of reducing speeds to 25 miles per hour, or less. (10 points)
Points
10 5 or more design elements
7 4 design elements
3 3 design elements
0 2 or fewer design elements
GOAL: Enhance walking, biking and use of transit (15 points)
Does project achieve optimum sidewalk width of at least 10 feet? (5 points)
(Note: Candidate projects that are constrained by narrow right-of-way may obtain full 5 points upon demonstration
that all practical means are employed to maximize sidewalk width including: narrowing travel lanes and center
median, elimination of on-street parking on one or both sides of street and transfer of bike facilities to parallel facility.
Credit for transfer of bike lanes to a parallel facility may only occur if the parallel facility is in reasonable proximity and
is included in the jurisdictions transportation system plan with bike preferential treatments and improvements.)
Does project include design elements that enhance walking, biking and use of transit2? (10 points)
Points
10 7 or more design elements
7 5 design elements
3 3 design elements
0 2 or fewer design elements
GOAL: Implement proven green street elements (10 bonus points)
• Project includes planting of street trees consistent with the Trees for Green Streets handbook; see
page 17 for tree species and page 56 for planting area dimensions. (5 points)
• Project includes any of the Green Street design elements described in Section 5.3, other than street
trees, of the Green Streets handbook. (5 points)
1
 Design elements that reduce automobile speeds include narrowed travel lanes, on-street parking, reduced turn
radii, street trees, curb extensions and signal timing.
2
 Design elements that enhance alternative modes include transit amenities, landscaped buffer, curb extensions,
raised pedestrian refuge median, increased pedestrian crossings (including mid-block crossings), bike lanes (on or
parallel street), removing obstructions from the primary pedestrian-way and street amenities such as benches,
pedestrian scale lighting, public art, etc.
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Boulevard Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued)
GOAL: Improve Safety (20 points)
Project corrects an existing safety problem and reduces potential for collisions involving pedestrians and
bicyclists. Very wide roads with fast moving traffic make crossing difficult and dangerous. Factors such as
high number of collisions involving pedestrians or bicyclists, traffic volume, posted speed greater than 30
mph, number of travel lanes, road width, complexity of traffic environment1 and existence of sidewalks will
be considered in determining critical safety problems. Project applications should document these factors.
Project addresses a documented safety problem. (10 points)
Points
10 High
7 Medium
3 Low
Does project address existing hazards to walking, biking and use of transit2 and reduce potential for
collisions involving pedestrians and bicyclists? (10 points)
Points
10 7 or more safety factors addressed
7 5 safety factors addressed
3 3 safety factors addressed
0 2 or fewer safety factors addressed
GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points)
2040 Land Use (10 points)
Points
10 Central city, regional centers
7 Town centers, main streets, station communities
3 Corridors
0 All other 2040 areas
Regional Street design hierarchy (10 Points)
Points
10 Located in a boulevard designation
7 Located in a street designation and a mixed-use area
0 Located outside of above areas
Economic and Community Development (20 points) - see Attachment C
1
 Complexity of traffic environment refers to number of driveways and turning movements in project area.
2
 Project includes actions to correct the following safety factors: travel speeds greater than 40 mph, lack of pedestrian
refuge, more than 330 feet between marked pedestrian crossings, poor vertical delineation of pedestrian-way (e.g.,
no curb, intermittent curb, substandard width), numerous driveways, sight distance and high incidence of collisions
with pedestrians and bicyclists.
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Boulevard Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued)
GOAL: Cost-Effectiveness Criteria (15 points)
Implement maximum feasible, highest priority boulevard design elements at lowest cost.
Points
15 Low cost/effectiveness
8 Medium cost/effectiveness
0 High cost/effectiveness
Note: Cost effectiveness = Total project cost is divided by use factor points (reduce motor vehicle
speeds + enhance alternative mode travel)
Special notes and instructions for boulevard projects:
1. Undor-grounclinn of utilities is not eligible for federal reimbursement nor may such costs be
counted as local contribution toward matching fund requirements.
2. Fill out cind submit boulevard project checklist in Attachment D as part of project application.
3. Direct <jny questions to Kim Ellis at (503) 797-1617 or eJlisk^metrojJst.grus.
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Freight Technical; Evaluation Criteria •'
GOAL: Improve efficiency of the freight system (25 points)
Regional Transportation Plan Freight Designation:
Points
10 Main regional roadway route or railroad line or inter-modal yard
7 Regional road connector or branch railroad line or spur
3 Local freight route in local transportation plan
0 Other
Reduction in regional freight travel time, local freight travel time and regional freight VMT.
Each worth:
Points
5 High
3 Medium
1 Low
0 None
GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points)
Improvement of freight access to or within an industrial area or to an inter-modal facility.
Project serving a:
Regionally Significant Industrial Area or Inter-modal Facility:
High - 15 points, Med = 10 points, Low = 5 points, None = 0
Local Industrial Area: High = 10 points, Med = 5 points, Low = 1 point, None = 0
Employment Area: High = 5 points, Med = 1 point, Low = 0 points, None = 0
Measured by vehicle hours of truck delay or by rail volume and barrier size.
Project reduces through freight traffic in mixed use areas or neighborhoods (Y/N - 5 points)
Attachment C: Economic and Community Development (20 points)
GOAL: Safety (20 points)
Project improves safety, reviewing factors such as:
• Truck movement geometry
• Reduction in potential for freight conflicts with non-freight modes
• Accident rates at the location
• Site distance improvements
• Other relevant factors identified by the applicant
GOAL: Cost effectiveness (15 points)
Reduction in regional and local freight travel time and regional freight VMT versus project cost.
Each worth:
Points
5 High
3 Medium
0 Low
Special notes and instructions for freight projects:
1. Metro will deterrrfjne the area of effect of a freight project ami may collaborate with Portland State,
University to determine the traded sector relationship of freight projects. - O -
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2. Direct any questions to John Gray at (503) 797-1730 or grayj@metro.dst.or.us.
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Green Street Demonstration: Retrofit Project Technical Evaluation Criteria
Note-Performance monitoring plan that includes before and after measurements of storm wjjjter
runoff quantity and quality is required for allocation of regional flexible funds to this project category.
GOAL: Effective removal of storm water runoff from piped system and infiltration of storm
water near source of runoff. (55 points)
Size of project area (10 points)
Points
10 High
7 Medium
3 Low
Design Elements (45 points)
Preserving existing large trees and/or planting trees consistent with recommendations of
Trees for Green Streets handbook (10 points)
Removal of impervious surface area (High = 10 points, Medium = 7 points, Low = 3 points)
Sidewalks and/or low traffic areas constructed with pervious material (10 points)
Curb options consistent with handbook options (5 points)
Use of Infiltration and/or detention devices (swale, filter strip, infiltration trench, linear
detention basin, street tree well, engineered products) (10 points)
GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (10 points)
2040 Land Use Designation (10 points)
Points
10 Central city, regional centers, regionally significant industrial areas
7 Town centers, main streets, station communities, local industrial areas
3 Corridors
0 All other areas
GOAL: Enhance Safety (20 points)
A panel of transportation professionals will rank projects based on a description of safety issues,
including:
• Crash rate per vehicle mile (use ODOT Rate Book when available): per vehicle for intersections.
• Sight line distance improvements.
• Vehicle channelization (turn pockets - new or replacing free left turn lane, refined vehicle lane
definition at intersections, etc.).
• Design elements to reduce speeds where speed is an identified safety issue and existing speeds
are higher than appropriate for the street's functional classification.
• Other relevant factors as identified by the applicant.
The professional panel will develop a sliding scale scoring system and assign between 0 and 15
points to each project/program based on the issues listed above.
New pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities added where no or substandard facilities previously existed.
(5 points: 2.5 for each design element)
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GOAL: Cost effectiveness (15 points)
Amount of project area that is infiltrated versus project cost
Points
15 High
8 Medium
0 Low
, Special notes and instructions for green street demonstration projects:
| 1 Performance monitoring plan that includes before and after measurements of otoim Aater runoff
| quantity and quality is required for allocation of regional flexible funds to this project c itecjory
, 2 Fill out and submit Green Street project checklist in Attachment E as pcirt of project application.
! 3 Direct any questions to Kelley Webb at (503) 797-1894 or webbk@metro dst or us
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Green Street Demonstration: Retrofit Project technical Evaluation Criteria
(continued}
Green Street Demonstration: New Construction Technical Evaluation Criteria
Note: Performance monitoring plan that includes before and after measurements of storm water runoff^
quantity and quality is" required for allocation of funds to this project category. ' • • V"
GOAL: Effective removal of storm water runoff from piped system and infiltration of storm water
near source of runoff. (55 points)
Size of project area (High, Medium, Low - 10, 7, 3 points)
Design Elements (45 points)
• Protect and restore existing habitat and native vegetation and soils. Including stream crossing
designs of:
- Number and location consistent with Green Street handbook guidelines
- Bridge structures for crossings of hydraulic openings of 15 feet or greater
- Stream simulation culvert designs for culvert crossings (10 points)
• Planting trees consistent with Trees for Green Streets guide book (10 points)
• Sidewalks and/or low traffic areas constructed with pervious material (10 points)
• Curb options consistent with handbook options (5 points)
• Use of Infiltration and/or detention devices (swales, filter strip, infiltration trench, linear detention
basin, street tree wells, engineered products) (10 points)
GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (10 points)
2040 Land Use Designation
Points
10
7
3
0
Central city, regional centers, regionally significant industrial areas
Town centers, main streets, station communities, local industrial areas
Corridors
All other areas
GOAL: Enhance Safety (20 points)
A panel of transportation professionals will rank projects based on a description of safety issues, including:
• Crash rate per vehicle mile on adjacent facility (use ODOT Rate Book when available) if new facility will
accommodate trips from that facility and thereby reduce exposure to crash potential on that facility.
• Design elements to encourage driving at posted speeds or expected posted speed for the street's
functional classification.
• Reduction in exposure to accident potential through the provision of an alternative or more direct trip
route.
• Other relevant factors as identified by the applicant.
The professional panel will develop a sliding scale scoring system and assign between 0 and 20 points to
each project/program based on the issues listed above.
GOAL: Cost effectiveness (15 points)
Amount of project area that is infiltrated versus project cost
Points
15 High
8 Medium
0 Low
Special notes and instructions for green street demonstration projects:
1. Performance monitoring plan that includes before and after measurements of storm water runoff
quantity and quality is required for allocation of funds to this project category.
2. Fill out and submit Green Street project checklist in Attachment E as part of project application.
3. Direct any questions to Kelley Webb at_(503][797-1894 or webbk@metro.dst.or.us.
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Green Street Demonstration: Culvert Project Technical Evaluation Criteria
Note: Culvert must bo on regional inventory of culverts on regional facilities identified as inhibiting fish
passage. A gcomorphology analysis is required as part of preliminary engineering of the project to prevent
negative impacts. Design solution should be consistent with Green Street handbook design guidance.
Multiple culvert projects on the same stream system may be rated as one project to maximize overall
benefit to the stream system.
GOAL: Effectiveness (70 points)
Type of fish passage solution (20 points)
Fish barrier replaced or retrofitted with:
Points
20 Bridge structure over natural hydraulic area
13 Stream simulation culvert
5 Repair of fish ladder, jump pools, etc.
Amount of upstream habitat (stream miles) with improved fish passage (25 points)
Points
25 High
15 Medium
5 Low
Quality of habitat at fish barrier passage (10 points)
Points
10 High
7 Medium
3 Low
Presence of downstream fish barriers (15 points)
Points
15 None
10 One
5 Two
0 Three or more
GOAL: Cost effectiveness (30 points)
Amount of habitat (stream miles) with new or improved fish access versus project cost (30 points)
Special notes and instructions for green street culvert demonstration projects:
1. Culvert must be on regional inventory of culverts on regional facilities identified as inhibiting fish
passage.
2. A geomorphology analysis is required as part of preliminary engineering of the project to prevent
negative impacts of erosion or head cutting.
3. Design solution should be consistent with Green Street handbook design guidance.
4. Multiple culvert projects on the same stream system may be rated as one project to maximize
overall benefit to the stream system.
5. Fill out and submit Green Street project checklist in Attachment E as part of project application.
6. Direct any questions to Kelley Webb at (503) 797-1894 or webbk@metro.dst.or.us.
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Pedestrian Technical Evaluation Criteria
GOAL: Encourage Walking (25 points)
Project will encourage walking as a form of travel. The following elements will be considered in determining the
projected increase in pedestrian mode share, consistent with 2040 modal targets:
Project is located in an area with a high potential for pedestrian activity. (15 points)
Points
15 Most potential (within a Pedestrian district)1
10 Moderate potential (along2 a Rail, Rapid Bus, Frequent Bus corridor3 and within a 1/4-mile of a
major transit stop, school, civic complex or cultural facility)
5 Less potential (along a Transit/mixed-use corridor location not specified above)
0 Least potential (other areas)
Project will correct a deficiency or significantly enhance the pedestrian system in the area such that new
pedestrian trips will be generated. (10 points)
Points
5 Completes missing sidewalk link
5 Removes pedestrian obstacles4
GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points)
2040 Land Use (20 points)
Points
20 Central city, regional centers, regionally significant industrial areas
13 Town centers, main streets, station communities, local industrial areas
5 All other areas
Economic and Community Development (20 points) see Attachment C
i and 2 pefer t0 p jgu r e -|_-|9 j n tn e Regional Transportation Plan, which designates pedestrian districts and
transit/mixed-use corridors.
Refer to Figure 1.16 in the Regional Transportation Plan, which designates Rail, Frequent Bus, Rapid Bus corridors
and major transit stops.
4
 Obstacles include missing curb ramps, >330' spacing between pedestrian crossing and lack of pedestrian refuges.
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Pedestrian Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued)
GOAL: Improve Safety (20 points)
Project corrects a safety problem. Very wide roads with fast moving traffic make crossing difficult and
dangerous. Factors such as high number of collisions involving pedestrians, traffic volume, posted speed
greater than 30 mph, number of travel lanes, road width, complexity of traffic environment1 and existence of
sidewalks will be considered in determining critical safety problems.
Project addresses a documented safety problem. (10 points)
Points
10 High
7 Medium
3 Low
Project location includes factors that deter walking.2 (10 points)
Points
10 5 or more factors exist
7 3-4 factors exist
3 less than 3 factors exist
GOAL: Provide Mobility at Reasonable Cost (15 points)
Points
15 Low Cost/increase pedestrian mode share
10 Moderate Cost/increase pedestrian mode share
5 High Cost/ increase pedestrian mode share
Note: Cost effectiveness = Total project cost is divided by use factor points (increase pedestrian mode
share)
Special notes jnd instructions for pedestrian piojf-cts
1. Fill out and submit pedestricin project checklist in Attachment F as part of project application to indicate
ohstacles and safety factors that Mill be adiire^fed \>y the r.nniiddte project
2 Direct any questions to Kim Ellis dt (503) 797-1017 or i llr k-ii metro dst or lib
1
 Complexity of traffic environment refers to number of driveways and turning movements in project area.
2
 Factors that impact walking safety include: travel speeds greater than 30 mph, lack of landscaped pedestrian buffer,
curb-to-curb widths greater than 70 feet, more than 20,000 ADT, more than 2 travel lanes, complex traffic
environment, lack of sidewalks, poor pedestrian way delineation and lack of marked pedestrian crossings.
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Roadway and Bridge Capacity Technical Evaluation Criteria
GOAL: Reduce Congestion (25 points)
(Project derives from Congestion Management System, consistent with 2020 per capita VMT targets)
2000 V/C Ratio (pm peak 2 hour & direction) 2025 V/C Ratio (pm peak 2 hour & direction)
Points Points
10 >1.0 10 >1.0
7 >0.9 7 >0.9
3 <0.9 3 <0.9
Project builds new street connection to any existing street or to any planned regional street (planned means
defined in the regional transportation plan, local transportation system plan or an adopted concept plan).
(Yes = 5 points, No = 0 points)
GOAL: Implement Proven Green Street Elements (5 bonus points)
• Project includes planting of street trees consistent with the Trees for Green Streets guidebook; see page 17
for tree species and page 56 for planting area dimensions - or - new bridge is constructed consistent with
the Bridge Design Principles summarized on page 96 of the Green Street guidebook. (2.5 points)
• Project includes any of the Green Street design elements, other than street trees, described in Section 5.3
of the Green Streets Guidebook. (2.5 points)
GOAL: Benefit Transit or Freight modes (5 bonus points)
• Project is located on a regional transit route and will implement road-related capital elements of transit
system in agreement with transit service provider (bus stop pads, signal priority, que-by-pass lanes, etc.).
(2.5 points)
• Project is located on a regional freight or freight connector route and will remove barriers to freight
movements on the freight facility (turning radius, ITS to improve traffic flow, access management, etc.). (2.5
points)
GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points)
Is a high proportion of travel on the project link seeking access to/from the mixed-use or industrial area?
2040 Tier I land-use area: High = 10 points, Medium = 7 points, Low = 5 points
2040 Tier II land-use area: High = 7 points, Medium = 5 points, Low = 3 points
Other 2040 land-use area: High = 3 points, Medium = 0 points, Low = 0 points
Are a high number of vehicles on the project link seeking access to/from the mixed-use or industrial area?
2040 Tier I land-use area: High =10 points, Medium = 7 points, Low = 5 points
2040 Tier II land-use area: High = 7 points, Medium = 5 points, Low = 3 points
Other 2040 land-use area: High = 3 points, Medium = 0 points, Low = 0 points
Economic and Community Development (20 points) See Attachment C
Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program
Project Solicitation Packet 22 April 9,2004
Roadway and Bridge Capacity Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued)
GOAL: Enhance Safety (20 points)
A panel of transportation professionals will rank projects based on a description of safety issues, including:
• Crash rate per vehicle mile (use ODOT Rate Book when available): per vehicle for intersections.
• Sight line distance improvements.
• Vehicle channelization (turn pockets - new or replacing free left turn lane, refined vehicle lane definition at
intersections, etc.).
• Design elements to reduce speeds where speed is an identified safety issue and existing speeds are
higher than appropriate for the street's functional classification.
• Reduction in exposure to accident potential through the provision of an alternative or more direct trip route.
• Other relevant factors as identified by the applicant.
The professional panel will develop a sliding scale scoring system and assign between 0 and 15 points to
each project/program based on the issues listed above.
New pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities added where no or substandard facilities previously existed. (5
points: 2.5 for each design element)
GOAL: Provide Mobility at a Reasonable Cost (15 points)
Cost per vehicle hour of delay (VHD) eliminated in 2020: VHD eliminated = 2020 No-Build VHD - Build VHD
Points
15 High
8 Medium
0 Low
Special notes and instructions for roadway capacity projects:
1 Mainline freeway right-of-way or construction projects are not eligible for regional flexible funds.
2 Provide safety related data and descriptions in project application section 6d
3 Project information regarding relief of congestion from spot improvements at intersections or interchanges
is not included in this measure as that information is not uniformly available throughout the region.
Applicants may provide such information when known as a part of the qualitative considerations in
Attachment C
4 CIH-IA riny questions to Tain Klostor nt (503) 7Q7-1rt32 or kkislortggrriHtr" (1st or us
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Roadway and Bridge Reconstruction Technical Evaluation Criteria
GOAL: Project brings facility to current urban design standard or provides long-term maintenance
(25 points)
2002 Condition: 2012 Condition:
(without earlier improvement)
Points Points
15 Fair 0 Fair
10 Poor 5 Poor
5 Very Poor 10 Very Poor
OR
2002 Condition: 2012 Condition:
(without earlier improvement)
Points Points
5 Fair 0 Fair
3 Poor 3 Poor
1 Very Poor 5 Very Poor
Project adds urban design elements where current elements do not exist or are substandard.
• Sidewalks (3 points)
• Pedestrian crossing and/or transit stop improvements (3 points)
• Bike facilities (3 points)
• Storm water facilities (3 points)
• Lighting (3 points)
GOAL: Implement Proven Green Street Elements (5 bonus points)
• Project includes planting or preserving street trees consistent with the Trees for Green Streets guidebook;
see page 17 for tree species and page 56 for planting area dimensions. (2.5 points)
• Project includes any of the Green Street design elements, other than street trees, described in Section 5.3
of the Green Streets guidebook. (2.5 points)
GOAL: Benefit Transit or Freight modes (5 bonus points)
• Project is located on a regional transit route and will implement road-related capital elements of transit
system in agreement with transit service provider (bus stop pads, signal priority, que-by-pass lanes, etc.).
(2.5 points)
• Project is located on a regional freight or freight connector route and will remove barriers to freight
movements on the freight facility (turning radius, ITS to improve traffic flow, access management, etc.).
(2.5 points)
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Roadway and Bridge Reconstruction Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued)
GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points)
Is a high proportion of travel on the project link seeking access to/from the mixed-use or industrial area?
2040 Tier I land-use area: High = 10 points, Medium = 7 points, Low = 5 points
2040 Tier II land-use area: High = 7 points, Medium = 5 points, Low = 3 points
Other 2040 land-use area: High = 3 points, Medium = 0 points, Low = 0 points
Are a high number of vehicles on the project link seeking access to/from the mixed-use or industrial area?
2040 Tier I land-use area: High =10 points, Medium = 7 points, Low = 5 points
2040 Tier II land-use area: High = 7 points, Medium = 5 points, Low = 3 points
Other 2040 land-use area: High = 3 points, Medium = 0 points, Low = 0 points
Economic and Community Development (20 points) See Attachment C
GOAL: Enhance Safety (20 points)
A panel of transportation professionals will rank projects based on a description of safety issues, including:
• Crash rate per vehicle mile (use ODOT Rate Book when available): per vehicle for intersections.
• Sight line distance improvements.
• Vehicle channelization (turn pockets - new or replacing free left turn lane, refined vehicle lane definition at
intersections, etc.).
• Design elements to reduce speeds where speed is an identified safety issue and existing speeds are
higher than appropriate for the street's functional classification.
• Other relevant factors as identified by the applicant.
The professional panel will develop a sliding scale scoring system and assign between 0 and 15 points to
each project/program based on the issues listed above.
New pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities added where no or substandard facilities previously existed. (5
points: 2.5 for each design element)
GOAL: Provide Mobility at Reasonable Cost (15 points)
Cost per year 2020 vehicle miles traveled (VMT) (or VT at bridges, interchanges & intersections)
Cost/Year 2020 Vehicles or VMT
Bridge/Intersections Interstate Projects Link Improvement
Points Points Points
15 <$.51 per vehicle 15 <$.51 per vehicle 15 <$.33/VMT
8 $.51-.99 per vehicle 8 $.51-.99 per vehicle 8 $.24-$.99VMT
0 >$1.00 per vehicle 0 >$1.00 per vehicle 0 >$.99/VMT
Special notes and instructions for roadway reconstruction projects:
1. Cost scales per vehicle or VMT will be updated to reflect curient costs arvl/oi points may be assigned
for low medium and high cost to distinguish bftvieen rnndidate projects
2. Provide safety, bridge and pavement condition rein ted data and descriptions in project application
section 6d.
3. Direct any questions to Tom Kloster at CVU) 797-1P12 or kloi»tertyj)metro dst or us
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Regional Transportation Options (RTO) Program: Financially Constrained System
The Regional Travel Options (RTO) Program 5-Year Strategic Plan was adopted by Metro Council in January
2004. Program components include: Collaborative Marketing, Employer Outreach, Regional Rideshare,
Wilsonville/SMART TDM, Regional TMA Program, Region 2040 Initiatives Program, Regional Telework and the
Business Energy Tax Credit (BETC) Program. Administration of a number of program components is currently
under transition from TriMet to Metro. The RTO Financially Constrained System for FY 2006/07 through
2009/10 represents a base program budget and will be included under the Metro Planning category.
RTO Program: Preferred System Implementation •. -.;•.
The RTO Program Preferred System Implementation is described in the RTO Program 5-Year Strategip Plan,
and describes new and expanded RTO program elements in addition to those described above in the RTO
Financially Constrained System. RTO projects are programs added through Preferred System Implementation
must be consistent with the RTO Program 5-Year Strategic Plan and would be ranked using the criteria .
described below. ' .
Program/Project Is described in the RTO Program 5-Year Strategic Plan: Yes = 10 points, No = 6 points
GOAL: Increase Alternative (Non-SOV auto) Modal Share (35 points)
Mode share increase for transit, bike, walk, shared-ride, telecommute or elimination of trip.
Points
35 High
20 Medium
5 Low
GOAL: Addresses 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points)
Region 2040 Mapped Land Use Designation (10 points)
Points
10 Central City, Regional and Town Centers, Main Streets, Industrial areas
7 Corridors and Employment Areas
3 Inner and Outer Neighborhoods
PLUS
Number of Employers, Employees and the General Population Served By Project/Program (10 points)
Points
10 High
7 Medium
3 Low
Economic and Community Development (20 points) See Attachment C.
GOAL: Cost Effectiveness (15 points)
Total Project Cost divided by Alternative Modal Share increase points
Points
15 Low cost
8 Medium cost
0 High cost
Special notes and instructions for RTO projects:
1. Direct any questions to Bill Barber at (503) 797-1758 or barberb@metro.dst.or.us.
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TOD Technical Evaluation Criteria
GOAL: Increase Mode Share (25 points)
Will the TOD project increase the number of transit, bike and walk trips over the number that would be
expected from a development that did not include these public funds for the TOD project?
Points
25 High - 50 percent or greater increase in non-auto trips
13 Medium - 25 percent or greater increase in non-auto trips
0 Low - less than 25 percent increase in non-auto trips
GOAL: Density Criteria (20 points)
How much does the TOD project increase the density of residential units and/or employment on the project site
above the level that would result without these public funds?
Points
20 High - 50 percent or greater increase in persons per acre
10 Medium - 25 percent or greater increase in persons per acre
0 Low - less than 25 percent increase in persons per acre
GOAL: 2040 Criteria (40 points)
Is the project located in a Tier I 2040 mixed-use land-use area (10 points)?
Points
10 Central city or regional center
5 Town center, main street or station community
2 Corridor
0 Other
Is the project located in an area projected in the 2040 Growth Concept to have a large increase of mixed-use
development between 1996 and 2020 (10 points)?
Points
10 High change
5 Medium change
0 Low change
Economic and Community Development: See Attachment C (20 points)
GOAL: Cost-Effectiveness Criteria (15 points)
Cost per VMT reduced
Points
15 Low cost/VMT reduced
8 Medium cost/VMT reduced
0 High cost/VMT reduced
Special notes and instructions for TOD projects:
1. Direct any questions to Marc Guichard at (503) 797-1944 or quichardm(5Jmetro.dst.or.us.
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Transit: Start-up Service Technical Evaluation Criteria
Note: Applicant must demonstrate the ability and a commitment to continue new service after the expiration of
application funding to be eligible for allocation of regional flexible funds.
GOAL: Increase Ridership (40 points)
New Boardings per vehicle revenue hour
Points
40 High boardings per revenue hour
20 Medium boardings per revenue hour
0 Low boardings per revenue hour
GOAL: Address 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points)
Access to Centers, Central City, Regional and Town centers (10 points)
Number of centers served
Access to Mixed-Use development (10 points)
• Forecast value of mixed-use index (High = 5, Medium = 3, Low =1)
• Growth in forecast mixed-use index from current value (High = 5, Medium = 3, Low =1)
Economic and Community Development - See Attachment C (20 points)
GOAL: Provide Cost Effective Improvements (20 points)
Cost/New Boarding
Points
20 Low Cost per new boarding
10 Medium cost per new boarding
0 High cost per new boarding
Special notes and instructions for transit projects:
1 Direct liny rjuestions to Ted Levhold at (503) / 9 7-1759 or levboldt(®metro dst or us.
Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Program
Project Solicitation Packet 28 April 9,2004
Transit; Capital Technical Evaluation Criteria
GOAL: Increase Service Efficiency (20 points)
Does the project include transit preferential and stop spacing treatments that reduce travel time and increase
schedule reliability? Transit service hours saved.
Points
20 High transit service hours saved
13 Medium transit service hours saved
5 Low transit service hours saved
0 No transit service hours saved
GOAL: Improve passenger experience (20 points)
Does the project include improved passenger amenities such as shelters, benches, pad and sidewalk
improvements, real time schedule information and other elements that improve the passenger experience
through their entire trip? Maximize the number of passengers served by new amenities.
Points
20 High number of riders served by new amenities
13 Medium number of riders served by new amenities
5 Low number of riders served by new amenities
GOAL: Address 2040 Land Use Objectives (40 points)
Project location
Points
20 Central City, regional center, regionally significant industrial area or inter-modal facility
13 Town center, main street, station community, local industrial area
5 Inner and outer neighborhoods, employment area
Economic and Community Development: - See Attachment C (20 points)
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'"'J",S
Transit: Capital Technical Evaluation Criteria (continued)
GOAL: Provide Cost Effective and Regionally Coordinated Improvements (20 points)
Cost effective transit improvement (20 points total)
Cost/Service hour saved (10 points)
Points
10 Low cost per service hour saved
5 Medium cost per service hour saved
0 High cost per service hour saved
Cost/Riders served with new amenities (10 points)
Points
10 Low cost per rider served
5 Medium cost per rider served
0 High cost per rider served
-OR-
Coordination with regional, transit agency and local planning efforts (20 points total)
Project is part of local Capital Improvement Plan with local resource contribution (5 points)
Project is part of local Transportation System Plan (5 points)
Project is part of and consistent with description in transit agency capital improvement plan (5 points)
Project is part of and consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan (5 points)
Special notes and instructions for transit projects:
Direct any questions to Ted Leybold at (503) 797-1759 or leyboldt<a>metro.dst.or.us-
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Attachment B: Additional Qualitative Considerations
In addition to the technical measures of a project listed above, other project elements or impacts may be
listed for consideration by decision makers. These include; public support, over-match of funding,
finishing a critical gap in a mode network, protection of endangered species, relationship to other local or
regional goals such as affordable housing, environmental justice factors or any other consideration that
makes a project unique.
These considerations as provided by the project applicant will be summarized and listed with the result of
the technical rankings. Federal environmental justice factors will be identified by Metro staff analysis and
summarized as a part of these additional qualitative considerations along with public comments received
during the public comment period and hearings.
(Limit responses to 200 words or less.)
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Attachment C: Economic and Community Development . •;:;&• •• •- i
For projects serving mixeo>use arias and inner/outer neighborhoods •?
Up to twenty points will be awarded for how well a project leverages or complements development of a mixed-use
community center. Consideration will be given to the maturity of the mixed-use area, the level of community
commitment to achieve a dynamic, mixed-use, community center and the impact the proposed project will have on
implementing a mixed-use area.1 (20 points)
1 . Progress in developing a mixed-use center
A. Land Use Plan Implementation within the designated mixed-use area (5 points; 1 point each)
Zoning adopted that:
Allows vertical mixed-use development without variance or quasi-judicial approval
Includes housing that meets regional targets for density and requires ground floor retail at key locations
Development code regulations in place that support mixed-use development by:
Allowing no setbacks from sidewalks
Requiring building entrance orientation to sidewalk or other public space
Not allowing large blank walls adjacent to sidewalks or other public spaces
B. Civic Investment within the mixed-use area (5 points; 1 point each)
Public financial tools (urban renewal, LID's, general funds, etc.) are available or programmed to help
locate mixed-use development in the area
Please list:
Have/are civic infrastructure investments being made in the area (i.e. public buildings, parks, plazas,
promenades, etc.)
Please list:
Have/are private investments being made in vertical mixed-use development or civic infrastructure
Please list:
Leadership: List key private, non-profit and public associations and/or individuals and briefly describe how
they have demonstrated a commitment to the development of the mixed-use area as a community
center.
Activities: Describe other community or cultural activities (farmers market, street fairs, volunteer efforts) that
are a part of your mixed-use area.
2. Local objectives2 (10 points)
Describe how this project would help implement or complement key local development plans and economic
development policy objectives in the mixed-use area.
Describe whether and how public financial tools are available to help implement the key economic development
objectives (tax abatement for locating jobs or job training programs, etc.) in the mixed-use area.
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Describe whether a market based implementation plan for this area has been developed.
(Limit responses to 500 words or less)
Based on Metro's report "Ten Principles for Achieving 2040 Centers."
2
 Metro staff may review the regionally adopted job growth forecasted for the mixed-use area.
A market-based implementation plan is a development strategy based on a market analysis of the location of the center, the market area or
geography it serves, service competition from other areas for the target market, land values, density levels, access, price, quality and demand.
1
 Attachment C: Economic and Community Development
! For- projects serving regionally significant industrial, local industrial and employment
: areas or inter-modal facilities
Up to twenty points will be awarded for how well a project retains, leverages or complements development of
traded-sector jobs based in the area. (20 points)
1. Protection of and readiness of industrial areas for industrial development
A. Progress in protecting an industrial area for industrial uses (5 points)
Does the industrial area have zoning or development code protection of the industrial area or inter-modal
facility beyond Title 4 requirements (Those parcels recently brought within the UGB may qualify for these
points if the adopted concept plan directs that such protections shall be developed prior to development
occurring)? Yes = 5 points, No = 0 points
B. Impact of project on desirability of area for industrial uses (5 points)
Does the candidate project remove a barrier to a Tier B or D industrial parcel that elevates the parcel to Tier A
parcel? Yes = 5 points, No = 0 points
(For a description of industrial parcel Tier ranking and maps demonstrating the Tier ranking of industrial
parcels, see the Regional Industrial Lands Study available on the Metro web site: www.metro-reqion.org.
Industrial parcels located within one-quarter mile of a road segment with "grossly unacceptable" congestion
conditions in the 1999 RTP analysis of the Financially Constrained system were defined as a Tier B or D
parcel due to that transportation barrier and other possible factors.)
2. Local economic and job development objectives1 (10 points)
Describe how this project would help implement or complement key local development plans, economic and other
policy objectives. Highlight any traded-sector2 and high-wage industry business retention or development plans,
objectives or policies for the area. For regional policies and objectives, reference the Regional Industrial Lands
Study or the MPAC Jobs Subcommittee Final Report.
Describe whether and how public financial tools are available to help implement the key economic and job
development objectives (tax abatement programs for locating jobs within an industrial area or job training
programs, etc.).
Describe how key associations and/or individuals have demonstrated a commitment to the development of the
industrial area, particularly for traded-sector businesses.
(Limit responses to 500 words or less)
Metro staff may consult with Portland State University to analyze the traded-sector relationship to a candidate project as well as analyze the
regionally adopted job growth forecasted for the industrial area.
A traded sector business is a business that sells its goods or services in markets for which there is national or international competition.
These businesses have the ability to grow faster than the local economy and therefore can grow jobs regardless of local market conditions.
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Attachment D: Boulevard Project Checklist
GOAL: Reduce automobile speeds (10 points)
1. Project includes design elements that reduce automobile speeds. (10 points)
a. Current lane widths are narrowed? Yes D No •
b. Curb extensions/"squeeze points" are constructed? Yes • No •
c. On-street parking is permitted? Yes • No •
d. Corner turn radii are engineered for slower turn movements? Yes • No •
e. Pedestrian crossings are demarcated with distinct texture/color/platform Yes • No •
treatment?
f. Signals re-timed to progress at slower than current speeds? Yes • No •
g. Other element(s)? Yes • No D
GOAL: Enhance walking, biking and use of transit (15 points)
1. Sidewalks will be widened to 10 feet or more. (5 points) Yes • No D
Candidate projects that are constrained by narrow right of way may obtain full 5 points upon
demonstration that all practical means are employed to maximize sidewalk widths including: narrowing
travel lanes and center median, elimination of on-street parking on one or both sides of the street and
transfer of bike facilities to a parallel facility. Credit for transfer of bike lanes to a parallel facility may
only occur if the parallel facility is in reasonable proximity and is included in the jurisdictions
transportation system plan with bike preferential treatments and improvements.
2. Project includes design elements that enhance walking, biking and use of transit. (10 points)
a. Are transit amenities provided? Yes • No •
b. Is a landscape buffer provided? Yes • No •
c. Are pedestrian refuges (curb extensions) installed at crossings? Yes • No •
d. Is a raised pedestrian refuge in a median installed? Yes • No •
e. Are pedestrian crossings increased? Yes • No •
f. Are bike lanes added (on or parallel to facility)? Yes D No •
g. Are obstructions (e.g., utilities) removed from the primary pedestrian-way? Yes • No D
h. Are street amenities provided? (e.g., benches, pedestrian Yes • No •
scale decorative lights, railings, statuary, brick pavers, etc.)
i. Are pedestrian crossings marked? Yes • No •
j . Other elements? Yes • No D
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GOAL: Implement proven Green Street elements (10 bonus points)
1. Project includes planting of street trees consistent Yes • No D
with the Trees for Green Streets handbook (5 points)
2. Project includes any of the "green street" design elements described Yes D No D
described in Section 5.3 of the Green Streets handbook. (5 points)
GOAL: Improve safety (20 points)
1. Project location has documented safety problem (e.g. accident data shows
high incidence of collisions with pedestrians and bicyclists,
speeding, etc.) (10 points) Yes • N o D
2. Project includes design elements to correct safety problems or reduce potential for collisions involving
pedestrians and bicyclists. (10 points)
a. provides sidewalks where none currently exist? Yes • NoD
b. reduces motor vehicles speeds (e.g., narrows lane widths, signal timing,
reduces corner turn radii, raised intersection treatments)? Yes • No D
c. provides a pedestrian refuge in a raised median Yes • NoD
e. consolidates driveways or reduces vehicle turning movements? Yes • NoD
f. improves poor vertical delineation of pedestrian-way (e.g., no curb, intermittent
curb, substandard sidewalk width)? Yes • NoD
g. provides pedestrian-scale lighting? Yes D No D
h. provides bike lanes on roadway that is designated as "high traffic area
through street" or "Caution Area" on Bike There! Map Yes D No D
j . Other elements? Yes D NoD
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Attachment E: Green Street Demonstration Project Checklist
GOAL: Include design elements that will intercept, infiltrate or detain stormwater
1. Project preserves existing trees and/or plants trees consistent with Trees for Green Streets
handbook? (See page 17 for tree species and page 56 for planting dimensions) Yes • No D
2. Project removes existing impervious surface area? (Retrofit projects only) Yes • No •
3. Project sidewalks and/or low traffic areas constructed with pervious material? Yes • No •
4. Are curb options consistent with Green Street handbook options? (see pages 53-54) Yes • No •
5. Does project use infiltration and/or detention devices (swale, filter strip, infiltration
trench, linear detention basin, street tree well, engineered products) Yes • No •
6. Is project area expected to infiltrate/evaporate most small storm events? Yes • No D
7. Are soils in project area conducive to infiltration? Yes • No •
8. Amount of public right of way with Green Street design features sq. feet
GOAL: Design stream crossings consistent with Green Street handbook guidelines
(new construction only)
1. Are hydrolic stream channels of 15 feet or greater on a bridge structure? Yes • No •
2. Are hydrolic stream channels of less than 15 feet on a bridge structure or of a stream
simulation culvert design? Yes • No •
3. Is the spacing between stream crossings consistent with Regional Transportation
Plan guidelines? Yes • No D
GOAL: Enhance fish passage at barrier culverts
1. Width of hydrolic channel at stream crossing linear feet
2. Is the design solution to barrier culvert is a bridge structure? Yes • No D
3. Is the design solution to barrier culvert a stream simulation culvert? Yes • No •
4. Is the design solution to barrier culvert a repair or retrofit offish ladder, jump pools
or other passage retrofit? Yes • No •
If other, please describe
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Attachment F: Pedestrian Project Checklist
GOAL: Encourage walking
1. Project completes missing sidewalk link? (5 points) Yes • No •
2. Project removes pedestrian obstacles? (5 points)
a. missing curb ramps Yes • No •
b. greater than 330 feet between pedestrian crossings Yes • No •
c. lack pedestrian refuges Yes D No •
d. sidewalk occluded by utility infrastructure Yes • No •
e. large corner turning radii at intersections Yes • No D
GOAL: Improve safety
1. Project location has documented safety problem (e.g. accident data shows
high incidence of collisions with pedestrians, speeding, etc.) (10 points) Yes • No •
2. Project includes design elements that correct safety problems or reduce potential for collisions with
pedestrians:
a. provides sidewalks where none currently exist? Yes • No D
b. reduces motor vehicles speeds (e.g., curb extensions, signal timing,
reduction of corner turn radii)? Yes • No D
c. provides landscaped pedestrian buffer? Yes • No D
d. provides marked pedestrian crossings? Yes • No •
e. consolidates driveways or reduces vehicle turning
movements? Yes • No •
f. improves poor vertical delineation of pedestrian-way (e.g., no curb, intermittent Yes • No •
curb, substandard sidewalk width)
g. provides pedestrian-scale lighting Yes • No •
h. Other elements? (such as improving sight distance at crossing locations,
providing pedestrian refuge in raised median) Yes • No •
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Overview of Public Comments
December 2004
This executive report provides a summary of public comments received on project and program
funding applications for the Transportation Priorities 2006-09, Metropolitan Transportation
Improvement Program (MTIP). All comments received during the public comment period,
October 15 - December 6, 2004, are summarized.
Transportation Priorities 2006-09, Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept, is a regional
transportation funding program that identifies the highest priority projects to be constructed, or
programs to be funded, with federal transportation revenues over the next four years. Local
jurisdictions and partners submitted transportation project applications by June 30, 2004 for
funding consideration. Eligible projects include road reconstruction and capacity projects,
transit improvements, bridge replacement, boulevards, pedestrian improvements, bike and trail
paths, green streets, freight, TOD and planning projects.
Four public comment "listening posts" were held in October in Portland, Oregon City, Gresham
and Beaverton to give residents the opportunity to speak directly to decision-makers. Other
comments were received in the form of letters, e-mail, comment forms, post cards, faxes,
petitions, web site responses and telephone hotline. The website comment option recorded 408
comments during the comment period. In addition to comments, petitions were received on the
Powerline Trail (North) project totaling 320 signatures.
The Metro Council will hold a public hearing on the draft final project list, tentatively set for
Thursday, Feb. 17, 2005. (Please confirm the date and time with the Council Office, (503) 797-
1540, or check the web site at www.metro-reqion.org.)
Comments in General
The residents of the region spoke out in large numbers during the comment period. The
number and wide range of comments indicates a continuing interest in the entire regional
transportation system.
More than 1,200 comments were received from residents and business owners around the
region on the proposed transportation projects. A wide range of projects received comments,
with the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Study and the Springwater Trail: Sellwood Gap receiving
the most attention.
Other Bike/Trail projects, including the Powerline Trail (North) and the Trolley Trail, also
received a large amount of comments. Many Pedestrian, Road Reconstruction and Planning
projects received a significant number of pedestrian comments, as well.
The comments indicate public interest in every facet of transportation improvement throughout
the region. The need for safety and revitalization were often cited as reasons for supporting
transportation projects. Access to nature was another theme relating to trails and multi-use
paths. Economic development was cited for freight and road projects.
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Summary of Comments by Mode
A total of 1,209 comments were received on the 2006-09 MTIP proposed transportation
projects.
Large Bridge Project
A total of 108 comments were received on the Sellwood Bridge Replacement Study, with all
but one in favor of a new bridge for safer cycling, walking and driving, and more efficient freight
routing. The bridge was called "a death trap waiting to happen for cyclists" and vital for
transportation connections. Some people wanted a new bridge in a new location, and one
person thought the existing bridge should be preserved and widened. All comments agreed that
there was an urgent need to do something about the dangerous condition of the Sellwood
Bridge.
Bike/Trail Projects
The bike/trail project category received 353 comments, the most comments of any mode
category. Comments related to safety and connectivity of multi-use trails in the region.
The Springwater Trail Sellwood Gap: SE 19th to SE Umatilla multi-use trail project
received 107 comments, all but one in favor of the project. Many comments related to the
elimination of dangerous road crossings on the trail. Cyclists and walkers expressed delight
with the trail and their desire to close the gaps for easier, safer trail connections.
The Powerline Trail (North): Schuepback Park to Burntwood Drive in Beaverton received
65 comments in favor of continuing this important multi-use trail in a growing area with few
parks. The trail was seen as a vital corridor linking homes, shopping and transit while protecting
greenspaces and wildlife. In addition, petitions totaling 320 signatures were received in favor of
funding this trail project.
The Trolley Trail: Arista to Glen Echo received 57 comments, all but one in favor of
completion of this "long awaited" project. Comments mentioned the need for a safe, usable
year-around linear park that would foster pride in the community and a leave a legacy for
generations. It was also seen as a boon to Milwaukie Center revival.
The Marine Drive Bike Lanes and Trail Gaps: 6th to 185th Avenue project received 47
comments. Most comments were from cyclists who would use it more if proposed safety
improvements were made. The trail was seen as providing scenic access along the Columbia
River. It could be one of the best in Portland, if improved.
The Rock Creek Trail: Orchard Park to Wilkens project received 26 favorable comments.
This trail is seen as the spine of the trail network in Hillsboro; greatly needed in a dense and
growing area. It would connect neighborhoods to employment, shopping, light rail, parks and a
new library.
The Springwater Trailhead at Main City Park received 21 comments in favor of providing
needed facilities and connections to the Springwater Trail and light rail. It would provide a
critical missing link in the path network.
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The Powerline Trail (South): Barrows to Beef Bend Road project received 16 favorable
comments. This trail is seen as providing an important multi-use corridor in an area lacking
parks, sidewalks and north/south routes.
Pedestrian Projects
All pedestrian projects received 158 comments relating to safety and pedestrian links.
The Capitol Highway: Multnomah to Taylors Ferry project received 59 comments asking for
relief from a congested area devoid of paved sidewalks or shoulders on the roads. Safety was
seen as a problem for walkers and cyclists, now using a dirt "goat" path. The path is seen as a
vital link to schools, shopping, recreation and residential areas. One person said improving this
path was a misuse of government funds.
The Milwaukie Town Center: Main/Harrison/21st project received 48 favorable comments.
Most were printed postcards that requested funding for a project that enhances the town
center's livability and creates a pedestrian link to nearby parks. Some comments stressed
safety improvements needed to reduce risks and improve mobility.
The Tacoma Street: 6th to 21st Avenue project received 21 comments, most in favor of further
improving safety and aesthetics on this street for pedestrians and bicyclists. Three comments
were against this project, partly because of proposed curb extensions.
Road Reconstruction Projects
All road reconstruction projects received 101 comments, with the most interest in Lake Road
and Naito Parkway improvements.
The Lake Road: 21st to Hwy 224 project received 57 comments in favor of safety
improvements to improve driving conditions and protect children with sidewalks and bike lanes.
This project was seen as a multi-modal link that would help revive Milwaukie and improve
connections to Clackamas Regional Center.
The Naito Parkway: NW Davis to SW Market project received 25 comments, most in favor of
reconstructing this street. Most comments expressed the need for street repair, sidewalks and
bike lanes to increase traffic flow in an important part of downtown Portland next to Waterfront
Park.
Boulevard Projects
All boulevard projects received 84 comments, with Burnside Street receiving the most
comments for improvements leading to economic development and greater access.
The Burnside Street: Bridge to E. 14th project received 44 comments, most in support of
safety improvements for cyclists, walkers and autos. One person stated the need to transform
the area into a Gateway to the City, called for in the Central City Plan. Others supported the
project as important to business and economic growth. A few comments against the project
called for traffic calming signals for bikes, and adjacent one-way streets.
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The Cornell Road: Saltzman to 119th project received 20 favorable comments to help make it
safer for bikes. One person said it was a miserable intersection that needed high priority
funding. Others said the street had dangerous traffic with no bike lanes. Safe, healthy bike
routes were requested for westside cycling.
The Killingsworth: 1-5 Overpass & N Commercial to NE MLK project received 16
comments, most in favor of improving the safety and access of this "long ignored" street. The
project was seen as filling a missing link and promoting further residential and commercial
growth in the area. One comment was against curb extensions.
Planning Projects
All planning projects received 142 comments relating to the need for further planning for freight,
trails, livable streets, bike information and transit.
Bike Model and Interactive Map Regionwide received 43 comments, most in favor of the
"Map Quest for bikes" project. Comments highlighted the usefulness as roads change; the
convenience of trip planning and the assistance in finding safer routes. One person said it is a
great, low cost idea. One comment said it is not a priority because it is not hard to read a paper
map.
The Willamette Shoreline - Hwy 43 Transit project received 39 comments, most in favor of
funding this planning project. Bicyclists support the project for more bike lanes and less car
traffic to dodge on Hwy. 43. This corridor is seen as being at or near capacity, with traffic
increasing with development. Action is seen as critical for safety and access between the South
Waterfront area and Lake Oswego. One person said there is little support in Lake Oswego for a
rail line.
Multi-Use Path Master Plans, Lake Oswego to Milwaukie received 36 comments in favor of
this planning project. Most comments wanted essential links in the trails system for livability,
access, safety and recreation opportunities. A non-motorized river crossing was requested
between Lake Oswego and Milwaukie.
Transit Projects
All transit projects received 72 comments regarding the need for transportation links and access
around the region.
The Eastside Streetcar project received 24 comments, most in support of the streetcar line for
livability, access and economic development throughout the Central Eastside area, including
Lloyd Center, Oregon Convention Center and OMSI. Comments against the project said it
would increase auto congestion and it ignored the Hawthorne Bridge as a more cost-effective
crossing.
South Metro Amtrak Station received 18 comments, most in favor of the enhancements to the
existing train station and increased parking space. The project is seen as important for
improving the popularity of Amtrak and supporting rail transport. Comments against the project
stated that Amtrak should fund it and questioned whether it would ease auto congestion.
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Transit Oriented Development Projects
All TOD projects received 74 comments, most with praise for the program for helping to fund
mixed-use transit-oriented projects around the region.
The Regional TOD Urban Center Program received 24 comments in support of mixed-use
projects in urban centers but not along light rail. One small developer was very happy with TOD
as "a smart way to get smart growth."
The Regional TOD LRT Station Area Program received 25 comments, almost all in support of
this tool to develop higher density projects and promote creative land development.
Freight Projects
Fifty-four comments were received on the freight projects, with the N. Leadbetter Extension,
Kinsman Road Extension and the Freight Data Collection projects each receiving 12 comments.
Most comments requested completion of the projects for safety and better freight movement.
Road Capacity Projects
All the road capacity projects received 40 comments, with the most comments (13) in support of
the SE 172nd Ave. Phase I: Sunnyside to Hwy 212 project to increase traffic flow and aid
economic development in the area.
Green Streets Projects
Fifteen comments were received on the Green Streets projects, with the most comments (11)
on the NE Cully Boulevard project, which was seen as unsafe and in need of sidewalks for
school children.
Regional Travel Options Projects
Eight comments were received on the Regional Travel Options programs and projects. The
Three Travel Smart projects received 5 comments and the RTO Base program received 2
comments.
General Comments
Some comments and suggestions were received that did not relate to a specific MTIP project.
A total of 33 comments were general in nature. Some requested making bike paths and lanes
safer and supporting bike commuters. Other comments related to the need for repairing and
expanding roads for auto and freight movement.
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Overview of Public Comments
This report provides a summary of final public comments received on project and program
funding applications for the Transportation Priorities 2006-09, Metropolitan Transportation
Improvement Program (MTIP). Comments that were received during the final public comment
period, December 7, 2004 - February 22, 2005, are included in this summary. A few
comments, from November and early December 2004, that missed the printing of the January
public comment report, are included in this summary report.
The January 2005 public comment report summarized comments received during the official 45-
day public comment period (October 15 - December 6, 2004) on projects recommended for
further consideration. This draft public comment report summarizes comments received since
that time and since the release of a recommendation by the Transportation Policy Alternatives
Committee (TPAC). The complete timeline of meetings and decision points follows this report.
Transportation Priorities 2006-09, Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept, is a regional
transportation funding program that identifies the highest priority projects to be constructed, or
programs to be funded, with federal transportation revenues over the next four years. Local
jurisdictions and partners submitted transportation project applications by June 30, 2004 for
funding consideration. Eligible projects include road reconstruction and capacity projects,
transit improvements, bridge replacement study, boulevards, pedestrian improvements, bike
and trail paths, green streets, freight, Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) and planning
projects.
During this final public comment period, a public hearing was held at Metro on February 17,
2005. More than 80 citizens spoke directly to members of the Metro Council and Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT). In addition to this testimony, comments were
received in the form of letters, e-mails, post cards, faxes, comment cards and telephone.
The Metro Council is scheduled to take final action on transportation project funding at their
regular meeting on Thursday, March 24, 2005. The Council will consider Resolution #05-3529,
for the purpose of allocating $62.2 million of Transportation Priorities funding for federal fiscal
years 2008 and 2009, pending air quality conformity determination. (Please confirm the date
and time with the Council Office, (503) 797-1540, or check the Metro web site calendar at
www.metro-region.org).
The Final Public Comment Report will be published prior to the Metro Council meeting. For a
copy, call Metro at (503) 797-1839 or check the Metro web site.
Comments in General
The wide range of comments received indicates broad interest in improving the entire regional
transportation system, especially the Bike/Trail projects and Transit-Oriented Development
programs.
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A total of 274 comments were received from residents, governments and business owners
around the region during the final public comment period. Bike and trail projects received the
most comments per mode, with the Powerline Trail (North) in Beaverton receiving the largest
number of comments of any project. The Transit-Oriented (TOD) program received a
considerable number of comments, as well, with the Regional TOD Urban Center Program
receiving the most attention.
Comments indicate significant public interest in most facets of transportation improvement
throughout the region. Reasons cited in many citizen comments included safety concerns,
need for revitalization, access to nature, need for trail gap closures and connections, and need
for economic development.
Summary of Comments by Project Mode
Bike/Trail Projects
The bike/trail project category received 101 favorable comments, the most comments of any
mode category. Comments related to the need for safety, connectivity, access to nature and
ability to commute by bike.
The Powerline Trail (North) in Beaverton received the most favorable comments (41) in this
category. Most were from residents who wanted to close gaps in the trail in a fast-developing
area. The trail was seen as a vital north/south corridor for pedestrians and bikers, with the
potential to protect greenspaces for wildlife.
The Springwater Trail - Sell wood Gap: SE 19th to SE Umatilla project received a
considerable number of favorable comments (18). Most comments requested the elimination of
dangerous road crossings on the trail. Many bikers and walkers were happy with the off-road
trail and wanted easier and safer trail connections.
The Marine Drive Bike Lanes & Trail Gaps: 6th Avenue to 185 Avenue project drew 17
favorable comments. Most were from bicyclers who wanted a safer bike lane on Marine Drive.
It is seen as a scenic route for recreation as well as commuting.
Rock Creek Trail: Orchard Park to NW Wilkens received 14 favorable comments. The trail is
important to Hillsboro residents, who say the trail network is needed in a dense and growing
area.
Other favorable comments were received on the Trolley Trail: Arista to Glen Echo (3), MAX
Multi-Use Path (2), Jennifer Street: 106th to 122nd (1), and the Powerline Trail (South) in
Tigard (3). The Springwater Trailhead at Main City Park received 1 favorable comment.
Transit-Oriented Development (TOD)
The TOD category received a total of 37 favorable comments in the final comment period, most
praising the program for encouraging mixed-use, transit-oriented development projects that help
support the economy.
Most comments (20) related to the Regional TOD Urban Center Program, which is seen as a
valuable tool for helping to fund and develop mixed-use projects in urban centers around the
region.
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The Regional TOD Light Rail Transit Station Area Program received 8 favorable comments
and the Gateway Transit Center Redevelopment received 4 favorable comments. The Site
Acquisition: Beaverton Regional Center project received 3 comments. TOD
Implementation received 2 comments.
Pedestrian Projects
The Pedestrian project category received 29 favorable comments, primarily for the Milwaukie
Town Center and the Capitol Highway improvements. Safety and better access for pedestrians
and bicyclists were cited as reasons for support.
The Milwaukie Town Center: Main/Harrison/21st project received 12 favorable comments,
many in the form of printed postcards requesting funding to enhance the town center's livability
and create a pedestrian link to nearby parks. Some comments included safety improvements
and improved mobility.
The Capitol Highway: Multnomah to Taylors Ferry project received 12 favorable comments,
describing their current condition as an unsafe "goat path" that becomes muddy in the rain. The
new path is seen as a vital link between schools, shopping, recreation and residences.
Other projects supported by favorable comments included the Tacoma Street: 6th to 21st
project (2 comments), the ODOT Preservation Supplement - Powell: 50th to I-205 (2
comments), and the SE Hawthorne: 20th to 50th project (1 comment).
Road Reconstruction
The projects in the Road Reconstruction category received 21 comments, most in favor of the
Lake Road Reconstruction (11) and the 10th Avenue @ Hwy.8 Intersections (7). The
Cleveland Street Reconstruction project received 3 comments. Most comments requested
safety improvements to reduce traffic congestion and aid biking and walking.
Transit Projects
The Transit project category also received 21 comments, with the most in favor of the Eastside
Streetcar (13) for livability, access and economic development in the Central Eastside area.
Other comments favored the South Metro Amtrak Station Phase II (5), the
I-205 LRT, Commuter Rail, S. Waterfront Streetcar (2) and the Ash Street Extension (1).
Road Capacity
The Road Capacity category received a total of 19 comments, with the most comments in favor
of the SE 172nd Avenue Phase I: Sunnyside to Hwy 212 project (14). Reasons for supporting
the projects included access to jobs for economic development and the need for safety
upgrades.
Other comments favored the Beaverton-Hillsdale Hwy/Oleson/Scholls Ferry Intersection
(3), Boones Ferry Road at Lanewood Street (1) and the Clackamas County ITS project (1).
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Planning Projects
The total comments for all Planning projects numbered 13, with the most comments favoring the
Willamette Shoreline - Hwy 43 analysis (9). One comment was against the Willamette
Shoreline project, stating that there was little support for the streetcar and a bike access study
was needed.
Other favorable comments included the Milwaukie LRT Supplemental EIS (2), the Multi-Use
Path Master Plans (1) and the l-205/Hwy 213 Interchange Reconnaissance Study (1).
Freight Projects
A total of 11 comments were received in favor of various freight projects, with the most
comments (7) in favor of the N. Leadbetter Extension for better freight movement, less auto
congestion and improved safety conditions.
Other favorable comments were received in favor of the Kinsman Road Extension (2), the N.
Lombard Slough Overcrossing (1) and the Freight Data Collection project (1).
Green Streets Projects
A total of 7 favorable comments were received on one Green Street project: the NE Cully
Boulevard: Prescott to Killingsworth improvements. Cully was said to be a former Indian trail
that now needs sidewalks for school children and safer traffic conditions.
Regional Travel Options
The Regional Travel Options (RTO) category received a total of 6 favorable comments, with 4
for the RTO Base Program and 2 supporting funding of the TravelSmart Projects.
Large Bridge Category
The Sellwood Bridge Replacement study received 4 favorable comments, asking for a safer
river crossing for cyclists and cars.
Boulevard Projects
Five favorable comments were received in the Boulevard category. Two comments were in
favor of the Burnside Street: Bridge to W. 14th project and three comments for the
Killingsworth: 1-5 Overpass and N. Commercial to NE MLK project.
General Comments
Twelve general comments were received, most in favor of bike/trail projects, freight projects and
transit. One comment was against more alternatives in Washington County, as they would not
improve vehicular traffic. Another comment requested improved non-road alternatives to reduce
autos.
One comment consisted of two newspaper articles linking transportation to global warming.
Another comment suggested the use of mini-buses to take passengers from the suburbs to the
city to cut traffic congestion. Support for 1-5 corridor rail projects was requested, also.
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Transportation Priorities 2006-09 timeline and decision schedule
Feb. - Mar. 2004 Policy direction finalized
April 7 Metro Committee for Citizen Involvement reviews Public
Involvement plan
April 9 Transportation project solicitation begins
June 30 Deadline for project applications
July Technical rankings developed
August MTIP subcommittee review of technical rankings
Aug. 27 Transportation Policy Alternatives Committee (TPAC)
review of technical rankings and list of projects recommended for public
discussion
Sept. 9 Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) review of
technical rankings and list of projects
recommended for public discussion
Sept. 21 Metro Council work session to review technical rankings and
list of projects recommended for public discussion
Sept. 24 TPAC action on list of projects recommended for public discussion
Oct. 14 JPACT action on list of projects recommended for public
discussion
Oct. 15 Public comment period begins on list of projects
recommended for public discussion
Oct. 25 Public Listening Post, 4 to 8 p.m., Metro, Portland
Oct. 26 Public Listening Post, 5 to 8 p.m., Pioneer Community
Center, Oregon City
Oct. 27 Public Listening Post, 5 to 8 p.m., Multnomah County East
Building, Gresham
Oct. 28 Public Listening Post, 5 to 8 p.m., Beaverton Resource
Center, Beaverton
Dec. 6 Public comment period ends on list of projects recommended for public
discussion
Dec. 14 Metro Council work session to provide policy direction
on narrowing initial list of recommendations to develop
final program that matches available federal revenue
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Jan. 7, 2005
Jan. 18
Jan. 20
Jan. 28
Feb. 4
Feb. 10
Feb. 17
Mar. 3
Mar. 15
Mar. 17
Mar. 24
April-June
July
August
September
October
TPAC - policy options for narrowing to Final Cut List
Metro Council work session - policy discussion and direction to staff on
narrowing to Final Cut List
JPACT action on policy direction to staff on narrowing to Final Cut List
TPAC discussion and potential action on Final Cut List
TPAC action on Final Cut List
JPACT briefing on TPAC recommendation
Joint JPACT/Metro Council public hearing on draft Final Cut
List at 5 p.m. in Metro Council Chamber
Metro Council meeting on Final Cut List briefing and
Council communication to JPACT members
Metro Council work session on Final Cut List briefing and
Council communication to JPACT members
JPACT action on Final Cut List, pending air quality analysis
Council action on Final Cut List, pending air quality analysis
Programming of funds and air quality conformity analysis
Public review of draft MTIP with air quality conformity analysis
Adopt Transportation Priorities 2006-09 MTIP program,
including ODOT Metro Area STIP and federal transit
funding; submit to governor and USDOT for concurrence
Receive concurrence from USDOT
Obligation of FFY 2006 federal funding eligible to begin
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Appendix 5
2004 Regional Transportation Plan
Resolution 03-3380A
Ordinance 04-1045A
US DOT letter certifying conformity
(March 5, 2004)
BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL
FOR THE PURPOSE OF DESIGNATION OF ) RESOLUTION NO. 03-3380A
THE 2004 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION )
PLAN AS THE FEDERAL METROPOLITAN )
TRANSPORTATION PLAN TO MEET ) Introduced by Councilor Park
FEDERAL PLANNING REQUIREMENTS )
WHEREAS, federal law requires Metro to demonstrate every three years that its Regional
Transportation Plan ("RTP") conforms to the Clean Air Act; and
WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Transportation (Federal Highway Administration and the
Federal Transit Administration) and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency last found the RTP to
conform to the requirements of the Clean Air Act on January 26, 2001; and
WHREAS, federal transportation planning rules require Metro, as the Metropolitan Planning
Organization ("MPO"), to identify a MPO Planning Boundary; and
WHEREAS, a post-adoption air quality analysis must demonstrate conformity with the federal
Clean Air Act for continued federal certification; and
WHEREAS, the Metro Council has received and considered the advice of its Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation and its Metro Policy Advisory Committee, and all proposed
amendments identified in Exhibit "A" have been the subject of a public review period that began October
31,2003, and ended December 10, 2003; and
WHEREAS, the Council held a public hearing on the 2004 RTP on December 4,2003; now
therefore,
BE IT RESOLVED that the Metro Council:
1. The 2004 Regional Transportation Plan ("RTP") shall be the federal Metropolitan Transportation
Plan.
2. The map in Part 1 (Policy Update) of the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan Update shall be the
Metropolitan Planning Organization Planning Area Boundary for purposes of the federal Metropolitan
Transportation Plan.
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3. The Chief Operating Officer shall revise the 2004 RTP, attached and incorporated into this
resolution as Exhibit A (Parts 1,2, and 3), as recommended by the Transportation Planning Advisory
Committee to the Joint Policy Advisory Committee in "Summary of Public Comments: Receive October
31, 2003 through December 4, 2003," dated December 5, 2003, attached and incorporated into this
resolution as Exhibit B, and in "Supplemental Public Comments: Received December 5, 2003 through
December 10, 2003," dated December 11, 2003, attached and incorporated into this resolution as
Exhibit C
4. The Chief Operating Officer shall submit this resolution, the 2004 RTP and Resolution No. 03-
3382 (the 2004 RTP/2004-07 MTIP Air Quality Conformity Determination), upon its adoption by the
Council, to the U.S. Department of Transportation (Federal Highway Administration and the Federal
Transit Administration) and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency prior to January 26, 2004, for
review for acknowledgement that these documents conform with the requirements of the Clean Air Act.
ADOPTED by the Metro Council this day of December 2003.
Approved as to Form:
David Bragdon, Council President
Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney
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